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TO  THE 


R    E    A     D    E  R. 


FTER  the  pertinent^  tliough  cur- 


fory  remarks  of  Mr.  Tyre,  and 
the  violent  ones  of  Mr.  Brand,  a  third 
Reply  to  Mr.  Foot  on  his  Obfervations 
upon  the  New  Opinions  of  Mr.  Hun- 
ter, may  be  thought  fiiperfluons  :  but, 
as  the  firft  is  too  concife,  the  latter, 
although  he  prefents  ftrong  fads,  too 
prejudiced  to  do  juftice  to  either  party, 
I  have  offered  mine  to  fupply  theirMe- 


a 


fe6ts : 
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fe£ls  :  with  what  fuccefs,  will  reft  with 
the  Reader  to  determine.  If  ap- 
proved of,  I  fliall  be  gratified ;  if  the 
contrary,  regret  my  loft  labour  :  biit 
be  it  as  it  may,  my  endeavours  were 
dictated  by  philanthropy,  and  the 
refult  is  at  the  Public's  fervicp.  Per- 
fonal  prejudice  has  had  no  influence 
fo  far  from  it,  that  I  declare,  from  the 
flight  knowledge  I  have  of  Mr.  Foot, 
I  fliould  rather  defire,  than  refufe  his 
friendfliip.  But  I  would  purchafe  no 
man's  good  opinion  at  the  expense  of 
truth. 

For  the  fake  of  the  caufe  I  have 
undertaken,  I  am  forry  that  the  nature 
of  my  avocations  allow  me  fo  little 
leifure  to  attend  to  the  fubjedt,  in  the 
manner  it  merits ;  but  I  flatter  myfelf, 
that  I  have  gone  fo  far,  as  to  fully  re- 
fute Mr.  Foot's  aifertions,  and  give 
the  general  outlines  of  Mr.  Hunter's 

practice 
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pra6lice  on  Gonorrhoea.  But  fliould  the 
former  be  hereafter  clifpofed  to  con- 
trovert the  fa£ts  eftabliftied  in  the  fub- 
feqiient  pages^  I  fhall  be  ready  to  meet 
him  in  the  field  of  argument.  As  the 
prefent  is,  I  fiibmit  it  to  the  world,  and 
have  only  to  beg,  that  whenever 
Mr.  Foot's  dwarf  is  taken  in  hand, 
mine  may  be  permitted  to  be  its  com- 
panion. 

Hay-Market,  1 
Ja.iuayj  31,  1788.  j 
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CANDID  REVIEW,  &c. 


INTRODUCTION. 

ACKit®WLEDGiNG  it  With  Mr.  Foot,  to 
be  the  duty  of  every  profeffional  man 
to  combat  fiich  opinions  in  fcience,  as  are 
either  not  founded  in  truth  or  would  be 
pernicious  in  praftice  :  yet  prejudice  againft 
an  individual  ought  not  to  influence  our 
judgment.  Every  new  opinion  offered  on 
rational  grounds,  deferves  the  candid  atten- 
tion of  that  praftitioner,  who  is  emulous  to 
alleviate  the  fufferings ,  of  his  feilow-creamres; 
and  the' opinions  of  one  fo  juftly  celebrated 
as  Mr.  Hunter,  and  fo  defervedly  raifed  to 
the  fummit  of  his  profeffion,  furely  deman-d 
a  more  than  common  attention  :  they '  Call 
for  a  deliberate  and  difpaffionate  enqiiif-y. 
Few  men  are  hardy  enough  to  place  them- 
A  felves 
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felves  In  the  perilous  fituation  of  an  author, 
efpecially  thofe  m  affluent  circumftances, 
without  the  innate  fatisfaflion,  of  having 
either  fully  eftefted  their  wifhes,  or  at  leaft 
of  offering  a  boon,  that  will  prove  acceptable 
to  the  public.  In  Mr.  Foot's  Obfervations 
on  Mr.  Hunter's  Treatife  on  the  Venereal 
Difeafe,  I  am  forry  that  he  fliould  have  per- 
mitted prejudice  to  influence  his  remarks,  fo 
much,  as  to  fubftitute  perfonality  for  argu- 
ment, farcafm  for  reafoning,  and  ufed  a  lan- 
guage fo  repugnant  to  his  profeffion. .  I 
doubt  not  his  abilities  as  a  furgeon,  but  con- 
demn the  proftitution  of  them  to  fuch  an 
end ;  and  regret,  that  he  fhould  have  facri- 
ficed  his  candour  and  good  fenfe  at  the  fiirine 
of  refentment.  Free  myfeif  from  any  bias, 
and  revering  equally,  the  names  of  Pott,  and 
Hunter,  as  much  as  he  does  the  former  ^ 
'from  the  obligations  I  ov/e  them,  for  a  fharc 
of  whatever  profeflional  knowledge  I  may 
have  acquired,  I  neither  have,  nor  ever 
mean  to  inlifl:  under  any  medical  party  ban- 
ner. Truth  is  my  object  5  I  fnall  cliearfully 
embrace  it,  from  whatever  quarter  it  may 
come,  and  it  is  only  to  difcovcr  that  defide- 
ratum,  that  1  have  animadverted  on  Mr. 
Foot's  errors,  avoiding,  as  much  as  poflible, 

all 
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all  declamation,  and  exercifmg,  I  hope,  that 
fliare  of  candour  towards  him,  which  I  plead  to 
be  due  to  every  author ;  ftating  his  arguments 
fully,  and  neither  mutilating,  or  mifapplying 
his  reafoning  ^  not  that  I  purpofe  attending 
to  every  minute  mifreprefentation,  any  more 
than  is  neceffary  to  defend  Mr.  Flunter's  gene- 
ral doftrines  5  and  to  fliew  Mr.  Foot's  Obfer- 
vations  in  that  light,  v\^hich  impartial  truth 
requires  :  for,  on  maturely  attending  to  Mr. 
Hunter's  work,  I  confefs  myfelf  much  bene- 
fited ;  and  I  am  fo  far  from  conceiving  his 
Opinions  calculated  to  miflead,  that  I  hope 
to  prove,  in  the  courfe  of  my  remarks,  the 
validity  of  my  affertion,  that  it  contains  a 
fund  of  ufeful  information,  not  to  be  met 
with  any  where  elfe.  However,  I  wifh  to 
enter  a  caveat  againft  being  underftood 
either  implicitly  to  defend  the  whole  of  Mr, 
Hunter's  Opinions,  (forfomeof  them,  l  am 
aware,  require  the  teft  of  experience)  or 
blindly  condemn  Mr,  Foot's  in  toto  for  no 
two  men's  ideas  can  be  fo  affimulated,  or 
their  practice  fo  entirely  confonant  to  each 
pther,  .as  to  have  only  one  rationaiey 


«  Y  M- 
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SYMPATHY. 

I AM  inclined  to  commence  my  Defence 
with  this  Word,  (a)  from  the  ftrong  hopes 
Mr.  Foot  feems  to  entertain  of  his  objections 
being  infurmountable  3  and  the  politivenefs 
with  which  he  delivers  himfelf,  may  poffibly 
lead  fome  individuals,  to  miftake  coniidence 
for  truth  5  though  the  force  of  his  objeclions, 
if  they  have  any  weight,  refts  on  the  appli- 
cation of  the  word,  by  defining  it  a  corpo- 
real efFeft  from  a  mental  caufe,  as  likewifs 
the  affection  that  one  perfon  feels  for  thp 
condition  of  another,  or  the  quality  of  being 
affefled  by  the  affection  of  another  3  that  is, 
Pity.   But  this  is  not  the  cafe    and  I  will  en- 
deavour, v^dthout  adverting  to  the  incon- 
gruity of  his  explanation,  to  prove  thi? 
bantling,  or  adopted  child  of  his,  illegitimate. 
His  reafon  for  this  limited  definition,  is  evi- 
dently intended  to  anf^xr  his  own  purpofe : 
for  the  etymology  of  the  word  admits  a  much 
more  copious  fignification,  being  derived 
from  -^^v,  with,  and  '^^^^^^  afiV^ction,  paffiop, 

fuf- 

(a)  See  Mr.  Fool,  page  48,  49,  and  109. 
(h)  Lib.  I.  do  loch  afFcclis. 
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fafferlng,  or  difeafe.f/^^  Gak/i  dtfrncsit,  Mor^ 
Sus,  affedio  corporis  infinna  ^  and  if  Mr.  Foot 
had  confulted  either  Scapula  or  Schrevelius's 
Lexicons,  he  would  have  found  ample  infor- 
mation, and  a  contradiftinSlion  to  his  par- 
tial, or  limited  definition.  It  is  there  faid, 
Phikfophi  et  Medici^  definnint  duoru??2  natu- 
ralem^  quojtdmn  conjunEiionem^  &  concordiamy 
ex fimilitiidine ^  vel generis^  vel  nature^ ^  vel  tem- 
per amentia  vel  moruniy  vel aliaruni  rerum  conci- 
Hat  am ,  Me  dicisautem,  pecuiiariterjigiiificat 
a ffe5lio7iem  partis  alicujuS:,  nonperje^  ac  prcprie^ 
fed  per  coiifenfinn^  &  focietatem  alterius  laba-^^ 
rantis^ 

Were  I  to  fearch  for  authorities,  I  fancy 
the]/  would  extend  much  beyond  the  limits 
of  my  prefent  performance.  Thofe  I  have 
adduced,  will  be  deemed,  I  hope  fufiicient, 
when  connefted  v/ith  the  following  facls, 
which  muft  ftrike  the  fenfe  of  every  obferver, 
and  bring  conyiclion  home.  The  effluvia 
of  agreeable  or  pungent  applications,  applied 
to  the  nofe,-  w^ili  often  commiunicate  vigour 
to  the  whole  fyftem.  Cold  water  thrown 
upon  any  part  of  the  body  that  is  warm, 
produces  an  immediate  and  general  contrac- 
tion^ 
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tion,  of  all  the  veffels  and  pores.  Some  par-* 
ticuiar  founds  will  fet  the  teeth  on  edge, 
wliilft  others  will  raife  the  foul  to  Qxt^{j,(cJ 
Alk  a  generous  citizen,  if  the  fight  or  fmell 
of  grateful  food  does  not  make  the  faliva 
flow  into  his  mouth  ?  And  this  particular 
affeftion  is  ftill  more  manifeii,  from  various 
inftances  of  difeafes,  complained  of  in  one 
part,  though  the  caufe  is  in  a  very  remote 
one,  as  a  deranged  or  furcharged  ftomach 
produces  pain  in  the  head  ;  and  pain  in  the 
uterus,  tefticles,  bladder,  or  kidneys,  fick- 
nefs  in  the  ftomach.  After  amputation, 
likewife,  of  the  leg,  or  arm,  individuals  will 
frequently  complain  of  pain  in  the  excifed  or 
amputated  part.  Abruifeonthe  os  Jacrum 
brings  on  a  fuppreflion  of  urine,  as  likewife 
a  paralyfis  of  the  lower  limbs  :  and  are  not 
the  whole  train  of  hypochondriac  and  hyf- 
teric  fymptoms  deducible  from  this  caufe  ? 
To  what  other  can  they  ?  Thefe  fenfations 
|hew  this  origin,  and  fully  eftablifli  the  ex- 

iftence, 

(c)  See  Motherby's  Medical  Didllonary,  for  Sympathy^, 
and  Cyclopssdia. 

(d)  See  Dr.  James  Crawford  on  Sympathy^  in  the  2d 
Part  of  the  Vth  Volume  of  the  Edinburgh  Medical  Eflays 
and  Obfervations* 
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iftence  of  a  fympathetic  afF^ftion  in  our  bo- 
dies, independent  of  our  will,  or  the  in- 
fluence of  external  objects ;  therefore,  per- 
feftly  diftincl  from  condolence,  or  pity:  (e) 
and  as  all  feeling  arifes  from  the  brain  and 
nerves,  the  above  fa6ls,  I  hope,  will  have  their 
due  weight,  and  operate  with  candid  minds 
to  convi6lion,  in  evincing,  that  every  part  of 
the  body  hath  this  affeclion  with  the  whole  : 
that  it  is,  fpeaking  profeffionally,  a  morbid 
and  partial  afFeftion  of  the  body,  ariiing 
from  a  local  difeafe.  ff) 

(e)  From  this  it  evidently  appears,  that  Mr.  Foot*s  train 
of  fymptoms  from  irritation  rather  depend  on  Sympathy^ 
Sec  Mr.  Fooi:,  p.  49. 

(f)  See  Kirkland  on  Sympathy. 


OF 
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OF   THE   VENEREAL  POISON. 

HAT  induced  Mr*  Foot  to  prefer 
the  word  animal  to  morbid  poifon^ 
is  to  me  inexplicable.  One  would  fuppofe, 
what  was  ofiered  as  an  improvement  by  him, 
would  at  leaft  elucidate,  but  unfortunately  it 
confounds,  his  explanation  being  equally 
applicable  to  the  variolous,  and  every  other 
animal  poifon  that  can  act  upon  us.  In- 
deed one  v/ould  never  have  looked  for  an 
objeftion  to  fucli  intelligible  language  as  Mr. 
Hunter  delivers  himfelf  in,  in  the  9th  page, 
for  he  conveys  a  clear  idea  of  his  fentiments 
that  ftrictly  apply  to  the  venereal  poifon. 


OF  THE  FIRST  ORIGIN  OF  THE  POISON. 

r~B~^0  place  v/hat  may,  and  ought  perhaps 
X  to  be  deemed  an  omiffion,  as  an  ar- 
gument of  its  non-exiftence,  is  extending  it 
beyond  its  juft  limits,"  purfuing  a  line  of  con- 
du£l:  Mr.  Foot  condemns  in  Mr.  Hunter, 
and  taking  an  advantage,  that  cool  reafon- 


mg 
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ing  does  not  juftify.  (gj  The  alarm  which  the 
difeafefirfl:  excited  among  mankind,  thenum- 
berlefs  wild  conjectures  as  to  its  caufe,  it  gave 
rife  to,  the  abfurd  treatment  of  it  by  medical 
men,  from  the  want  of  a  rationale  refpeftingits 
nature  and  confequent  cure,  all  unite  as  much 
againft  as  for  any  argument,  Regular  prac- 
titioners defpairing,  from  the  inefficacy  of 
the  means,  they  were  then  acquainted  with, 
left  the  cure  to  empirics  and  vifionary  pre- 
tenders. I  ihould  therefore,  (as  I  am  con- 
fcious  Mr.  Foot  cannot  be  ignorant  of  it,) 
have  fuppofed,  had  not  his  aflertion  been  fo 
pointed,  that  he  was  not  in  earneft  in  de- 
claring to  us,  that  Mp-  Hunter  had  neglefl- 
ed,  giving  the  hiftory  of  th^  dife^fe, 
from  a  mean,  or  interefted  defign^  I  could 
have  wifhed  not  to  h^ve  degraded  Mi*?  Foot, 
fo  much  as  to  fuppofe  it,  |t  is  true,  fuch 
vague,  contradiftory,  qbfolete,  and  illufive 
authorities,  open  a  figld,  for  a  warm  imagir 
nation  to  difplay  itfelf ;  and  we  might  by 
animated  reveries,  have  our  fancies  pleafed, 
though  our  j  udgments  could  not  be  informed : 
for  writers,  a6ling  under  the  influence  of 
fear,  fuperftition,  and  grofs  ignorance,  were 

B  ill 

(g)  See  Mr.  Foot,  p,  12,  (h)  Idera^  p.  8. 


(    lo  ) 

ill  calculated,  to  defcribe  fucli  a  Proteus  fyf- 
tematically  that  cameleoii  like  they  would 
have  you  to  believe,  was  daily  changing  its 
afpeft.  Yet  Mr.  Foot  may  be  alTured,  I 
am  induced  to  fnew  him  the  fallacy  of  his 
argument,  and  on  what  a  bafelefs  fabric  he 
has  erefted  his  triumph,  not  from  any  hof- 
tile  views,  or  the  little  malignant  fatisfaclion 
of  a  victory ;  but  from  a  friendly  motive, 
hoping  the  example  will  inftil  a  principle 
of  candour  into  his  future  protefts. 

Mr.  Foot  obferves,  (t)  "  That  the  firfl 
author  that  can  be  traced  on  this  difeafe,  v/as 
NicolausLeonicenus  of  Verona,  a?2?io  iji^gj-,' 
but  a  little  attention  to  the  fubjecl/^j  would 
have  informed  him,  that  he  was  of  Vicenza ; 
and  that  Jofeph  Grundbeck,  or  Grundpeck, 
of  Berkhaufen,  a  German  phyfician,  and 
Alexander  Benedict  of  Verona,  both  wrote 
on  the  fubje6t  the  preceding  year.  Mr. 
Foot  farther  obferves,  in  the  fame  page, 
til  at  no  mention  is  made  of  a  gonorrhoea  (l) 

before 

fij  See  Mr.  Foot,  p.  9.  (k)  See  Aflruc,  32. 

(I J  I  take  it  for  granted,  he  means  a  virulent  gonor- 
i-luoea,  becaufe  a  limple  is  noticed  by  the  firll  writers,  and 
mayjuftly  be  fuppofed  to  have  been  almoii  coeval  wit'i  ou* 
cxiltt^nce. 
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before  Johannis  BaptiftaMontanus,  In  1550; 
but  here  he  is  equally  unfortunatej  for  James 
a  Bathencourt,  wrote  particularly,  on  a  go-^ 
norrhcea  viriilentiay  anno  1527,  and  Paracel- 
ixM^^anno  1536;  the  one  confequently,  twen- 
ty-three years,  the  other,  fourteen  before  his. 
date.  Having  traced  it  then  within  thirty- 
one  years  of  the  Venereal  Difeafe's  exiftence 
by  general  confent,  I  am  more  juftified  in 
fuppofing,  from  thefe  circumftances,  that, 
it  appeared,  ah  origijie^  than  Mr.  Foot  is, 
in  fixing  it  to  anno  1550.  Indeed  Aftruc 
himfelf,  fays,  (m)  "  That  he  would  not 
have  it  inferred,  that  it  did  not  appear,  long 
before  this  period,  becaufe  not  defcribed,  as 
a  fymptom  of  the  difeafe though,  it  is 
but  juft  to  acknowledge,  that  he  is  rather 
inclined  to  think  it  not,  an  original  fymp- 
tom. One  circiimPcance  ftrikes  me,  v/hich 
I  beg  leave  to  remark,  though  I  do  not  ftate 
it  as  an  argument,  notwithdanding  it  has 
fome  weight  with  me  :  might  not  writers,^ 
under  the  influence  I  have  before  alluded 
to,  eafily  miftake  this  fymptom,  for  a  ^^?;/c3r- 
rhoea  Jimplex^  aggravated,  as  they  would  in- 
fer, by  this  peculiar  difeafe  of  the  fyftem, 

B  2  and 

(m)  See  Aftruc,  p.  98, 
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and  not  conceive  it  a  mark  of  the  venereal 
malady,  till  time,  and  reflection,  connected 
with  its  general  appearance,  might  point 
out  its  origin. Z;^^  Befide,  if  no  gonorrhoea, 
or  difeafe  of  the  urethra,  was  mentioned, 
at  its  firft  appearance^  it  makes  nothing  for 
iVln  Foofs  caufe;  he  might  as  juftly,  as  he 
tells  Mr.  Hunter,  drav^r  conclufions  from  a 
dream,  as  from  the  omiflion ;  ulcers  in  the 
genitals,  are  fpoke  of  long  before  the  dif- 
eafe is  faid  to  have  exifted,  and  they  are 
defcribed  in  the  pudenda,  amongft  the  ear- 
liefl:  writers  j  (p)  indeed  without  the  exiftence 
of  a  gonorrhoea  or  chancre,  how  could  the 
difeafe,  be  communicated  fo  generally  ?  For 
I  will  venture  to  affert,  that  a  man  fliall 
have  connection,  with  a  v/oman  labouring 
under  the  lues  venerea,  admitting  that  fhe 
has  no  difcharge,  or  ulcer  in  her  parts,  with 
impunity,  and  vice  verfa.  Now,  whether 
the  one,  or  the  other  exifts,  is  indifferent, 
as  he  attempts  not  to  deny,  that  the  virus  in 
both  i^  alike,  and  he  has  proved,  from  the 

very 

{nj  See  Foot,  p.  lo,  xi,  12,  and  13. 
(pj  Aflruc,  p.  95. 
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very  authority,  he  condemns  Mr.  Hunter 
for  quoting,  that  the  difeafe  fometimes,  cure* 
itfelf,  without  medical  affiftance ;  though  he 
ridicules  the  idea,  in  his  fubfequent  remarks. 
However,  I  beg  my  reader's  attention  to  this 
point,  and  hope,  it  will  be  admitted  as  an 
anfwer  to  Mr.  Foot's  objeftions,  unlefs,  in 
future  fupported,  by  better  reafoning  and 
authority,  than  we  have  hitherto  met  with : 
to  tell  us,  that.  Cook  (q)  only  fpeaks  of  the 
fymptoms  of  a  confirmed  lues,  and  that  na- 
ture here  effefted  a  cure,  is  going  beyond 
what  Mr.  Hunter  ever  afferted,  {r)  or  almoft 
any  man,  but  himfelf,  believed.  From  the 
flipperinefs  of  the  ground  on  which  Mr. 
Foot  was  treading,  it  (hould  have  made  him 
more  cautious,  in  his  afiertions,  and  lefs 
diftatorial  in  his  manner^  and  having,  f© 
early,  pointed  out  his  mifconceptions,  will 
give  me  with  my  readers,  as  wxll  as  Mr. 
Foot,  fome  credit,  when  I  affert,  that  others, 
equally  ftriking,  offer  themfelves,  which  ne- 
ceffity,  not  their  force,  obliges  me  to  overlook, 
left  my  Reply,  connefted  with  Mr.  Foot's 
Obfervations,  fnould  exceed,  even  the  per- 
formance 

((l)  Foot,  p*  II.  (r)  Hunter,  p.  14. 
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formancc  we  are  contending  about,  though 
my  realbning  may  be  applied  as  a  general 
anfwer  to  his  reiterated  objections. 


OF  GONORRHOEA. 

\  /T^*  HUNTER  fays,  when  an  irre^ 
Xt-I.  tating  matter  of  any  kind,  is  appli- 
ed to  a  fecreting  furface,  it  increafes  thatfe- 
cretion,  and  changes  it  from  its  natural  ftate, 
(whatever  that  be,j  to  forne  other,  which  in 
the  prefent  difeafe  is  a  pus,''  (s)  To  this  Mr. 
Footobjefts;  will  have  it  increafed  mucus,  (t) 
and  threatens  us,  with  all  the  authority  that 
he  can  raife;  yet  like  the  mountain  in  labour 
bringing  forth  a  moufe  ^  the  hoft  dwindles 
down,  to  a  folitary  quotation  from  Mr.  Pott, 
who  he  forces  into  a  controverfy  that  he 
never  dreamed  of.  I  doubt  not  but  the  disrni- 
ty  of  Mr.  Pott's  mind,  will  naturally  lead 
him,  to  thiiii:  liberally  of  others,  who  differ 
from  him  in  fpeculative  opinions,  confci- 
ous  that  any  fiiigle  authority,  however  re- 
Ipe-clable,  muft  be  confidered  as  queftionable; 

and 


(s)  Hunter,  p.  29.       (tj  Foot,  p.  16,  17,  and  18. 
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and  though  I  venerate  Mr.  Pott,  as  much 
as  any  man  hving,  for  his  quicknefs  of  per- 
ception, clearnefs  of  judgment,  and  great 
indifputable  profeffional  abiUties,  yet  the 
names  of  Dr.  Hunter,  Cullen,  Mr.  Sharpe, 
Gataker,  and  if  my  memory  fails  me  not, 
Mr.  Cruickfhanks,  all  defervedly  high  in  the 
profeffion,  mufi:  more  than  poife,  the  evi- 
dence of  one  individual,  hovi^ever  refpecla-^ 
ble.    But  authorities  apart,  why  did  not  Mr. 
Foot,  adduce  experiments,  to  fhew  us  the 
fallacy  of  Mr.  Hunter*s  reafoning,  and  give 
us  fafts,  inftead  of  aflertions,  to  form  our 
opinions  on?  This  one  would fuppofe,  from 
his  outfet,  he  intended,  but  his  filence  indu- 
ces us  to  fuppofe,  he  was  incapable  of  ef- 
fecting it ;  yet,  though  a  tacit  acknowledge-, 
ment,  I  vv  ould  beg  leave  to  be  indulged  with 
a  fev/  words  on  this  fubjeft,  in  order  to  il- 
luilrate  fome  phenomena  in  the  difeafe,  v/hich 
I  fhall  have  occafion  hereafter  to  fpeak  of ; 
although  I  do  not  mean  to  treat  fo  diftinftly 
on  the  fubjecl,  as  it  deferves,  it  would  lead 
me,  into  too  large  a  field,  any  further  than 
is  applicable  to  the  pr efent  conteft  ;  and  I  am 
the  more  induced  to  it,  from  his  profefiions, 
left  I  fliould  be  thought,  to  have  ilu'unk 

from 
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from  the  enquiry.  I  can  readily  concur  with 
him,  (u)  "  That  matter  is  formed,  from  a 
folution  of  continuity,  or  deftruclion  of 
parts,"  in  an  abfcefs,  yet  the  fame  caufe  is 
not  necelTary  towards  the  cure,  unlefs  na- 
ture, to  complete  this  procefs,  niuft  deftroy 
her  own  works,  which  would  be  an  arraign- 
ment of  that  general  axiom,  that  her  ope^ 
rations  are  fimple,  and  always  for  the 
beft.  I  v/ould  rather  fay,  that  pus  is  continu- 
ed to  be  fupplied,  till  th^  parts  are  regene- 
rated, from  the  blood,  lymph  and  juices, 
which  necefTarily  circulate  through  the  part ; 
and  though  the  venereal  poifon  or  pus  appli- 
ed to  the  parts  fufceptible  of  its  aftion,^ 
generally  produces  inflammation,  which  is  ac- 
companied with  a  peculiar  fpecific  mode  of 
a6lion,  on  the  parts,  di{fering  from  all  others 
attending  inflammation,  though  its  degree  of 
virulence  is  not  to  be  eftimated,  either  from 
the  prefent  fymptoms,  or  the  continuancq 
of  the  difcharge,  thefe  depend  more  on  cir-, 
cumfl:ances  in  the  habit,  that  is^  a  greater 
or  lefs  difpofition,  to  be  afted  upon  by  irri-. 
tation,  efpecially  this  fpecific  one,  than  the  ex-, 
tent  of  the  inflammation  :  for  inflammatioi^ 
is  not  abfolutely  neceflary,  as  juft  obferved, 

either 

_(u)  See  Foot,  p.  18., 
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*  Cither  to  its  formation,  or  continuance.  If 
this  is  the  cafe,  matter  may  as  eafily  be  form- 
ed, from  the  application  of  a  morbid  ftimu-* 
ius  to  a  fecreting  furface,  as  by  the  erofion , 
and  neceflary  deftruftion  of  parts,  for  though 
in  gonorrhoea,  there  is  no  true  fuppurative 
inflammation,  neither  is  their  in  the  fmall- 
pox,  yet  if  the  venereal  irritation  is  excited 
by  the  application  of  the  morbid  poifon,  the 
fpecific  action  enfaes,   and  the  difeafe  is 
produced.    If  this  does   not  account  for 
it,  how  is  it  ?   By  what  procefs,  does  in- 
creafed  miicm  become  infeftious  ?  Becaufe, 
if  fever   and   inflammation  were  always 
neceflary  to  the  formation  of  pus^  they 
fliould  continue  as  long  as  pus  is  fupplied, 
till  the  cure  is  eff'efted,  (x)  which  is  con^ 
trary  to  faft.    Muciis^  we  know,  in  a  na- 
tural healthy  fl:ate,  is  bland  and  perfe61;ly 
innoxious,  and  though  from  irritation,  or 
relaxation  in  its  fecreting  parts,  the  quan-r 
tity  may  be  greatly  increafed,  as  in  the  fluor 
albus  or  Ample  gleet,  as  well  as  by  the  ap- 
plication of  fliernutatories,  and  in  defluxions 
from  catarrhs,  fo  as  to  produce  difeafe  ^  yet 
the  feveral  difcharges  are  not  infeftious, 

C  though 

( x)  Foot,  page  ijt 
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thougli  the  acrimony,  particularly  of  the  firft, 
may  bring  on  temporary  inconvenience,  fo  will 
an  irritating  injeftion  to  the  urethra,  yet  both 
will  fubfide  of  themfelves  :  in  faft,  if  it  was 
fimply  increafed  mucus ^  it  would  make  more 
againft,  than  for  Mr.  Foot's  argument,  as  it 
would  not  only  prove  the  poffibility,  but  the 
certainty  of  a  gonorrhoea  curing  itfelf,  fo  that 
his  affertions  either  prove  too  much  or  nothing 
at  all,  either  way  equally  unfavourable  to  his 
caufe.  He  further  obferves,  (y )  that  no  perfon 
ever  felt  irritation  in  the  urethra,  without 
looking  for,  and  expecting  matter,  (z)  This 
is  as  novel,  as,  I  had  almoft  faid,  abfurd.  Pray, 
does  fpafm,  or  ftriftures  in  the  urethra,  or 
even  a  dyiury,  neceffarily  produce  matter  ? 
Yet  they  feverally  produce  irritation.  This  is 
one  amongft  the  numbedefs  inftances  wemeet 
with,  where  we  have  to  regret  that  Mr.  Foot, 
in  the  heat  of  his  prejudice,  neglefts  the  aid 
of  cool  reafon.  He  15  not  more  fortunate 
wherehe  fays,  (a)  "  If  without  any  infe£tious 
imputation,  what  Mr.  Hunter  calls  a  fimple 
gonorrhoea  makes  its  appearance,  and  if  it  has 
foUov/ed  almoft  immediate  connection,  here 
more  difcharge  is  inftantaneoufly  produced 

from 

f  1)  Foot,  p.  18.  {z)  H\mter,  p.  32.  («)  Foot,  p.  18  and  19. 
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from  lefs  irritation,  and  no  n^irus — what  was 
the  procefs  to  form  this  pus? Before  he  afks 
the  queftion,  it  would  have  been  but  juft  to 
fhew  us,  where  Mr.  Hunter  called  this  dif- 
charge  from  a  gleet  piiSy  becaufe  till  he  does 
that,  I  beg  the  reader  to  withhold  his  belief. 
Mr.  Hunter  fays,  (b)  A  gleet  differs  from  a 
-  gonorrhoea,  firft  in  this,  that  though  a  con- 
fequence  of  itj  it  is  perfeftly  innocent  with 
refpect  to  infe£lion.  Secondly,  when  it  is 
a  true  gleet,  it  is  generally  different  in  fome 
of  the  conilituent  parts  of  the  difcharge, 
which  confifts  of  globular  bodies  floating  or 
wrapt  in  a  flimy  mucus y  inilead  of  a  ferum. " 
Now  to  an  unbiaffed  mind,  can  thefe  v/ords 
be  tortured  to  fuch  an  idea?  Is  pus  even 
mentioned  ?  However,  I  have  here,  as  I  have 
done  before,  given  Mr.  Foot  the  queflion,  to 
make  the  moft  of  ^  that  the  reader  may  fee  the 
fallacy,  as  well  as  unfitnefs,  of  his  Obferva- 
tions  3  and  if  he  will  be  at  the  trouble  of 
comparing  Mr.  Hunter's  words  with  Mr, 
Foot's  quotations,  he  will  feldom  or  ever 
find  the  latter  correft ;  the  fenfe  is  frequent- 
ly perverted ;  for  though  Mr.  Foot  fays  fo 
.pofitively,  that  Mr.  Hunter  calls  the  difcharge 

C  2  from 

{h)  Hunter,  p,  loo. 
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from  a  fimple  gleet  and  a  virulent  gonor- 
rhoea, by  the  unqualified  appellation  of  pusy 
yet  I  have  fhewn  the  former  to  be  erroneous^ 
and  if  we  refer  to  page  1 1  of  Mr.  Hunter^ 
or  to  page  29,  as  quoted  at  the  commence- 
ment of  this  reply  on  gonorrhoea,  they  mi- 
litate againft  the  affertion :  Mr.  Hunter  fays^ 
2ipusy  or  united  with  puSy  or  fome  fuch  fecre- 
tion  y  but  this  does  not  convey  fuch  a  de- 
cifive  opinion  as  I  have  granted,  Mr.  Foot 
goes  on  exulting  in  his  felf-conceited  victo- 
ry, and  tells  us,  th.'^t  (c)  "  in  the  fimple  go- 
norrhoea,  unfortunately  for  Mr.  Hunter,  no 
irritating  matter  was  applied,  that  either  he 
or  I  knovv^of,  yet  the  difcharge  appears  to  be 
the  fame ;  for  who  at  fight  can  make  the 
diftinftion  ?  "  Here,  as  if  mifhap  was  con- 
nefted  with  his  undertaking,  his  very  manner 
of  relating  the  facl,  deftroys  his  reafoning^ 
for  it  is  given  by  writers  as  a  diftinguifhing 
mark  bet v/een  the  iimple  and  virulent  gonor- 
rhoea, that  the  former  comes  on  immedi- 
ately after  copulation,  and  is,  as  Mr.  Foot 
has  mentioned,  at  once  violent ;  the  latter 
fome  days  after,  and  gradually :  the  fimple 
gleet  frequently  arifes  from  relaxation  fol- 
lowing 

(f)  Foot,  p,  19. 
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lowing  an  over,  or  too  long  protracted  ex« 
ertion  of  the  natural  tone  in  ereclion,  too 
free  an  evacuation,  or  mufcular  violence,  for 
it  does  not  always  depend  upon  connexion* 
Thefe  fafils,  when  connefted  with  the  pecu- 
liar circumftances  of  the  cafe,  will  generally 
enible  a  judicious  praflitioner  to  form  a 
pretty  accurate  opinion,  fince  it  is  not  ne- 
ceffary  to  depend  alone  on  the  fight,  though 
that  will  often  direfl  us,  for  the  natural 
fecretion  from  the  urethra  is  limpid,  and  fo 
fhould  an  increafed  one  in  a  great  meafure, 
but  a  gonorrhoea  is  ever  coloured. 

I  hope  I  have  fufficiently  proved,  who  (d) 
kicks  the  beam ;  but  confefs  myfelf  at  a  lo6 
to  find  out  any  caufe,  but  the  deternriined 
one  of  finding  fault,  for  fucli  a  wafte  of 
words :  if  I  was  difpofed  to  follow  Mr.  Foot's 
example,  I  might  alk  him,  (I  am  fure  on 
better  grounds,)  on  vv^hat  he  builds  his  Her- 
culean objeflions  ?  But  1  v/ould  not  wifti  to 
mortify  him  unneceffarily,  his  fabric  feems 
too  bafelefs. 


{^/)  Foot,  p.  20. 
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OF  THE  TIME  BETWEEN  THE  A]^PLiCAtlON 
AND  EFFECT  OF  THE  VENEREAL  POISON* 

I Would  beg  the  reader  to  perufe  this 
feaion  of  Mr.  Hunter's,  where,  though 
he  gives  us  the  different  periods  of  its  ap* 
pearance,  from  fix  hours  to  fix  weeks,  on 
the  moft  credible  teftimony,  yet  he  confefl^es, 
that  he  believes,  it  feldom  or  never  lies  per- 
fectly quiet  fo  long  ;  but,  as  if  nothing  would 
fatisfy  Mr.  Foot,  though  evidently  incapable 
of  oppofing  Mr.  Hunter,  either  by  fafts,  or 
fair  reafoning,  yet  he  fhews  a  relu6lance  to 
give  up,  doubts  what  he  cannot  overturn, 
(djmid  tells  us,  that  he  has  never  heard,  or 
feen,  that  the  inflammatory  ftate  did  take 
place  for  a  confiderable  time  before  the  dif- 
charge,  but  that  if  it  did,  it  v/ould  be  a  fatis- 
faclory  reafon,  for  calling  the  difcharge /z/j. 
From  this  remark,  I  cannot  help  thinking, 
what,  for  Mr.  Foot's  fake,  I  hope  is  not 
founded,  that  his  practice  and  information 
muft  be  very  circumfcribed :  for  it  is  a  point 
I  think  that  fev/  will  differ  with  me  in,  who 

have, 

y)  Foot,  page  25. 
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have  feen  any  thing  of  the  difeafe,  when  I  afiert, 
that  irritation  always  takes  place  prior  to  the 
difcharge^though  the  irnmediate  time  of  its  ap-? 
pearance  depends  on,  perhaps, fome  unknown 
*  conftitutional  caufe.  In  the  concefTion  at  the 
clofe  of  his  feftion,  (e)  Mr.  Foot  has  not  con- 
fidered  how  much  he  has  granted ;  his  heat 
has  thrown  him  off  his  guard,  and  proved  / 
how  maUa-propos  the  charge  of  inconfiftency 
comes  from  him,  againft  Mr,  Hunter.  Ha 
tells  us,  that  if  the  inflammatory  ftate  took 
place  prior  to  the  difcharge,  Mr.  Hunter  w^as 
perfectly  right  in  calling  it  pus :  yet  how  car^ 
Mr.  FoQt  reconcile  this  fmgle  circurnftance 
to  his  ftring;  of  enquiries,  pages  iS  and  19  ? 
Where  is  the  folutjon  of  the  parts  from 
whence  this  pus  was  formed  ?  By  w^hat  pro-? 
cefs  was  what  he  has  heretofore  called  mucusy 
converted  into  pus  ?  Where  was  the  fever  and 
inflammation  ?  Are  they  dwindled  into  fim-; 
'  pie  irritation  ?  This  is  certainly  a  derelitlion 
of  liis  theory. 

(e)  Foot,  page  z^f, 
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OF  THE  COMMON  FINAL  INTENTION  OF  SUP- 
PURATION NOT  ANSWERING  IN  THE  PRi;- 
SENT  DISEASE.!^ 

THE  laft  feflioii  offered  nothing  to 
aiifwer,  this  little  more  than  a  refe- 
rence to  Mr.  Hunter  will  refute,  and  fhew 
how  nuich  Mr.  Foot  has  kept  his  word, 
(ill  page  27)  where  he  affares  us,  that  he 
will  never  miiconftrue  any  of  his  ideas,  as 
lie  would  not  accert  a  triumpli  on  fuch 
grounds.  Increafed  fecretion  from  irritation, 
on  fecreting  lurfaces,  is  an  elt^bliflied  faft, 
hut  fgJ  thQ  allnfion  to  a  mote  in  the  eye,  only 
a  metaphorical  expreffion,  meant  to  eluci- 
date his  doftrine,  to  hich  Mr.  Foot's  fan- 
ciful objeftion  lias  iifp  aftual  affinity  ^  for  ^ 
the  eye  itfelf  is  anon-fecretingfarface,  where, 
if  the  venereal  matter  accs,  an  ulcer  is  the 
confequence,  which,  as  has  been  before  re- 
marked, may  continue,  unlefs  the  fpecific 
action  is  put  an  end  to  until  its  deitruftion, 
is  effe6led. 


But 

{/)  Foot,  page  27.       (^)  Fool,  page  28. 
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But  further,  I  think  there  is  a  ftrift  pra- 
priety  in  the  reafoning  :  can  a  better  theory 
be  advanced,  for  women  efcaping  fo  much 
pftener  than  our  fex,  from  the  venereal  con^^ 
tagion,  than  that  the  irritation  excited,  in- 
creafuig  the  natural  fecretion  of  the  parts, 
wafhes  off  the  virus,  before  the  venereal  ac^^ 
tion  takes  place  ?— 

The  fuppofition  of  a  perfon  attacked  with 
g  cold,  is  anfwered  by  the  reafoning  in  Mr. 
Foot's  fecond  quotation,  page  29,  from  Mr, 
Hunter :  but  I  fhall  add,  the  nafal  irrita- 
tion is  from  an  acrid  ferum^  or  lymph,  the 
fame  that  produces  a  catarrh.  The  time  of 
the  increafed  fecretion's  appearance  depends 
on  circumftances  ;  but  the  diaphanous,  a$ 
well  as  when  like  the  ufual  fecretion,  only 
in  increafed  quantity,  are  clearly  from  their 
appearance  mucus ;  they  pofTefs  not  the  cha- 
racleriftic  marks  of  matter.  In  page  29,  Mr, 
Foot  agrees,  That  it  is  fpecific  irritation 
that  produceth  an  increafed  fecretion but 
fays,  "  that  this  fecretion  will  be,  both  in  qua- 
lity and  quantity,  generally  in  proportion  to 
the  influence  of  the  fpecific  flimulus,  on  the 
furface  of  the  urethra  ^"  and  adds,  "  that  the 

■p  f^creted 
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fecreted  mucus  mufl: therefore  be  confidered  as 
a  fymptom,  and  not  the  caufe."  Whether  this 
kft  remark  is  given  as  a  proof  of  Mr.  Foot's 
chirurgical  acumen,  I  fhall  leave  to  himfelf  to 
declare  :  but  the  influence  of  the  fpecific 
irritation  depends,  as  I  have  before  obferved, 
on  the  greater  or  lefs  difpofition  of  the  habit 
to  be  afted  upon  by  the  venereal  irritation, 
and  not  on  any  diftinft  quality  in  the  poi- 
fon.  (h)  Mr.  Foot's  afferting  that  Mr.  Flun- 
ter  has  given  us  the  unqualified  aflurance, 
that  all  gonorrhoeas  cure  themfelves,  is  erro- 
neous, as  will  be  proved  in  the  chapter  on 
the  cure  of  a  gonorrhcea.f"/)  But  to  his  ob- 
lervation,  that  he  will  defy  Mr.  Hunter  to 
prove  that  a  gonorrhoea  cannot  be  continued 
by  the  application  of  frefli  matter,  I  would 
beg  of  him  to  prove  that  it  can  5  I  think  he 
ought  at  leaft  to  have  attempted  it,  to  fupport 
appearances.  Our  reafon  rather  oppofes  the 
fuppofition,  becaufe  we  know  that  irritation 
long  continued,  leflens  the  fufceptibility  of  a 
part,  otherwife  the  matter  pafling  over  the 
furface  of  the  urethra,  would  render  our  eur 
deavours  to  effeft  a  cure  abortive,  unlefs  we 
could  keep  the  paflage  conftantly  flieathed. 

ih)  Foot,  page  32.  (/)  Foot,  page  33. 
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Has  Mr.  Foot  proved,  that  the  two  para- 
gr^|)hs,  page  35,  militate  againfl  each  othef  ? 
I  am  decidedly  of  opinion  he  has  not :  but 
as  I  fhail  have  occafion  hereafter  to  fpeak 
more  largely  on  go-norrhcea,  under  its  cure,  I 
hope  the  paft  reafoning  vv^ill  apply  fufRciently 
here  :  the  firft  ftrengthens  my  argument, 
the  latter  fhall  be  attended  to.  Mr.  Foot 
has  no  caufe  of  exultation,  for  Mr.  Hunter 
could  have  no  idea  of  a  compromife-,  by  fay- 
ing, that  the  tranfition  from  a  healthy,  ta 
a  difeafed  fecretion,  is  eafily  produced."  Nei- 
ther did  he  ever  affert,  that  inflammation  was- 
aclually  necefTary,  though  generally  atten^ 
dant  on  the  formation  of  venereal  pus  >  but 
if  he  even  had,  Mr.  Foot,  on  recoUefting  his 
own  lapfe  under  the  article  of  pus,  page  22 
and  35,  as  well  as  in  other  parts,  will  be  led^ 
I  dare  fay,  to  commiferate  with  him,  with  a 
fellow-feeling. 


Da 
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f  tHE  MOST  COMMON  SYMPTOMS,  ANI> 
THEIR  ORDER  OF  APPEARANCE. f>^) 


WHY  Mr.  Foot  makes  a  myfteiy, 
where  none  exifts,  I  leave  to  him- 
felf  to  explain  :  fhall  only  infift  on  Mr.  Hun* 
ter's  being  permitted  to  fpeak  for  himfelf, 
and  we  fhall  then  have  the  fymptoms  of  the 
venereal  difeafe  narrated  without  a  reference 
to  any  hypothefis,  juft  as  they  occur  ;  for 
Mr.  Hunter  is  known  to  form  his  opinions 
on  experiments,  and  not  conjefture  :  but  in 
different  habits,  or  even  the  fame,  at  different 
periods,  there  will  be  a  Liifus  Natura  ;  and 
whoever  refers  back  to  our  paft  obfervations, 
will  readily  conceive  the  poffibiUty  of  thofe 
varieties  of  inflammation,  preceding  atfome, 
and  following  at  others,  the  difcharge, 
though,  as  I  before  afferted,  irritation  is  al- 
ways firft. 


OF 

(^)  Foot,  pages  3p  and  40, 
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OF  THE  DISCHARGE* 

HERE  Mr.  Foot  echoes  Mr.  Hunter's 
opinion :  but,  as  if  recollefting  that 
the  reader  might  take  his  words  in  their 
literal  fenfe,  and  not  poffefs  that  fhare  of 
acumen,  as  toconfider,  "  that  praife  was  only 
cenfure  in  difguife,"  Mr,  Foot  throws  off  the 
mafk,  and  perverts  Mr.  Hunter's  words  to 
his  own  purpofes  3  and  becaufe  the  latter 
fays,  to  fave  appearances,  (I)  I  could  even 
allow,"  Mr.  Foot  tells  us,  that  Mr.  Hunter 
advifes  the  practice ;  but  I  hope,  with  candid 
minds  fuch  conduct  will  meet  with  the  con-- 
tempt  it  merits.  Was  Mr.  Foot  to  be 
treated  in  kind,  he  would  readily  fee  the  in- 
juftice.  However,  left  my  abhorrence  of  the 
meafure  might  be  conftrued,  like  Mr.  Foot's 
illiberality,  to  the  weaknefs  of  my  caufe,  I 
beg  leave  to  reply,  that  the  man  cannot  com- 
pleat  his  connexion,  if  he  lofes  the  power  of 
ereftion  5  therefore  no  fear.  But  admitting 
he  had  the  ability  to  continue  it,  after  it 
ceafed,  his  pride  would  not  permit  him  3  for 

he 

(I J  Foot,  page  41. 
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he  muft  poflefs  but  a  fmall  fhare  of  that  am- 
bition which  a6luates  our  fex,  in  performing 
this  duty  well,  to  perfift,  after  he  has  loft 
his  vigour,  the  criterion  by  which  the  ladies 
judge  of  the  ftrength  of  a  man's  habit, 
and  the  warmth  of  his  affe6lion  for  them. 
I  would  afk  Mr.  Foot,  if  it  was  himfelf,  would 
he  wifh  to  become  fo  contemptible  in  their 
eftimation  ?  I  will  venture  to  anfwer  for 
him,  not ;  and  whilft  the  ereftion  continues, 
there  need  be  no  apprehenfion  of  a  morbid 
fecretion.    In  this  opinion  I  am  fatisfied  he 
will  join  me.    The  obje6lions  in  page  42,  &c. 
are  anfwered  under  the  article  oipus ,  yet  was 
I  difpofed  to  evade  Mr.  Foot's  remarks,  I 
might  fay,  that  Mr.  Hunter  does  not  call  the 
difcharge (m)  but  a/^j,  or  united  with 
pus,  or  fome  fuch  fecretion  :  yet  I  am  fo  fa- 
tisfied myfelf,  that  it  is  matter  in  a  virulent 
gonorrhoea,  that  1  am  ready  to  defend  the  opi- 
nion againft  Mr.  Foot,  and  every  authority 
he  can  brin2:. 


Im)  Hunter,  p.  u. 


OF 
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OF  THE  CHORPE;, 

NICE  venereal  diftinftions  in  theory, 
that  have  no  influence  on  praflice,  are 
never  worth  contending  about  ^  and  I  find 
nothing  to  anfwer  in  pages  44,  45,  46  or  47. 
In  48  and  49,  Mr.  Foot  wifties  to  convincQ 
us,  that  the  word  irritation  is  more  juft  and 
expreffive  than  jyjnpathy^  but  I  think  to  very 
little  purpofe  ^  for  even  the  cafes,  or  effefts 
of  local  injury  he  adduces,  are  more  applir 
cable  to  fympathy  than  irritation.  To  prove 
that  they  militate  againft  his  definition,  I 
have  only  to  adduce  the  latter,  where  he  fays, 
(n)''-  that  irritation  is  applied  to  affections  of 
the  various  parts  of  an  individual  only,  inde- 
pendent of  another/'  To  reconcile  this  ex- 
planation with  the  tenor  of  Mr.  Foot's  rea-r 
foning,  requires  more  ingenuity  than  I  think 
he  pofleffes  3  for  I  may  obferve  by  him  as  he 
does  by  Mr.  Hunter,  that  he  is  deficient  in  tJiQ 
very  elTence  of  that  which  conftitutes  a  fuccefs- 
ful  Ikeptic,  for  where  is  that  halcyon  fmooth- 

nef? 

(«)  Foot,  page  49. 
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nefs  of  language  to  charm  us  ?  Where  the  dif^ 
fembhng  and  perfuafive  argument,  that  affi- 
mulates  illufion  to  truth  ?  However,  to  Ihew 
my  affertions  are  founded,  I  would  beg  to  be  in- 
dulged with  the  opportunity  of  defining  irrir. 
tation  in  its  indifputable  medical  fenfe.  As 
an  effential  property  of  all  animal  bodies,  it 
is  a  fpecies  of  ftimulus,  and  that  part  is  de^ 
fined  irrritable,  which  contrafts,  or  becomes 
fliorter,  on  being  touched^  or  pricked :  the 
degree  of  irritability  is  eftimated  by  the  pro- 
portionate violence  of  the  touch,  which  cer- 
tainly implies  a  local  a6lion,  from  the  imme- 
diate application  of  a  ftimulus  to  fome  par^ 
ticular  part.  Thus  a  blifter,  applied  to  the 
fkin,  vefciates  it  by  its  ftimulus,  and  produce^ 
by  that  means  irritation,  and  fubfequent  in- 
flammation ;  but  the  ftranguary  v^hich  fre- 
quently follows,  is  from  fympathy.  This 
affeftion  does  not  exift  in  all  parts  of  the 
body  alike,  nor  is  the  degree  to  be  deduced 
from  the  immediate  fenfibility  of  the  part, 
for  thofe  moft  fenfible  are  not  the  fooneft 
irritated  ;  morq  depends  on  the  conftruftion 
of  the  part,  than  the  part  itfelf.  This  makes 
me  fuppofe,  that  Mr.  Foot  is  hardly  in  ear^ 
l^eftin  his  affertions  s  for  I  prefume,  no  man, 

but 
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but  himfelf  would  have  called  a  painful  feri- 
fation,  in  a  remote  part,  and  unconnefted 
v/itli  the  immediate  local  aSt  on  of  the  ftimu- 
lus,  irritation. 


SWELLED  TESTICLE* 

(oJ'WpROM  the  vaulting  and  high  pre- 
A  mifmg  language  Mr.  Foot  fets  off 
wdth,  it  leads  one  naturally  to  expecl  fome- 
thing  more  than  declamation^  and  an  idle  re- 
petition of  words  without  meaning.  But  we 
muft  judge  of  a  centinel  by  his  aftions  ^  and 
if  Mr.  Foot  really  means  to  keep  his  word, 
and  only  oppofe  opinions  that  are  injurious 
in  their  effects,  in  a  rational,  foiid,  and  can- 
did manner,  I  fiiall  be  happy  in  being  relieved 
from  my  unpleafant  office,  and  think  myfelf 
under  obligations  to  him  for  the  exertion  of 
thofe  talents  he  poffeffes,  in  either  detecting 
error,  or  pointing  out  any  ufeful  improve- 
ment :  but  till  then,  I  muft  continue  my  re- 
marks. Indeed,  my  fears  forbode  an  illulive 
hope,  for  whoever  reads  Mr.  Hunter's  ob- 
fervations  on  the  fwelled  tefticle,  will  find 

E  him 

(oj  See  Foot,  p.  50. 
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him,  I  think,  fyftematic  ;  and  if  fo,  to  what 
thd  has  Mr.  Foot  given  us  near  two  pages 
of  unfounded  cenfure  ?  fp J  The  obfervation 
on  the  late  appearance  of  the  afFeftion  of  the 
tefticle,  bears  fome  femblance  to  argument, 
and  fliall  have  its  weight.  I  will  meet  him 
fairly.  He  refts  his  oppofition  on  the  attack 
coming  on,  after  the  patient  conceives  him- 
felf  well,  and  particularly  requefts  his  read- 
er's attention,  that  there  is  nothing  to  fym- 
pathize  with.  But  can  Mr.  Foot  fay,  that 
the  difpofition  had  not  taken  place,  prior  to 
this  favourable  afpeft  ?  Is  the  patient  a  fuf- 
ficient  judge  ?  Nay,  I  would  afk  Mr.  Foot 
himfelf,  if  he,  or  the  moft  experienced  fur-^ 
geon  is  competent  at  all  times  to  fpeak  po- 
fitively  on  the  im.mediate  cefi'ation  of  the 
fymptoms  to  the  abfolute  non-exiftence  of 
^ny  of  the  venereal  vims  in  the  fyftem, 
(muchlefs  of  this  difpofition)  yet  unlefs  this 
point  can  be  decidedly  eftabliihed,  his  argu- 
ment has  no  force,  and  every  day's  experience 
fhews  us  the  fallacy  of  fuch  a  criterion  ;  for 
a  gonorrhoea  (hall  apparently  go  off  for  many 
days,  and  return  again,  v/ithout  any  known 
caufe.    Conftitutional  circumftances,  mode 

of 

C/>J  Foot,  page  54. 
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of  living,  may,  nay  do  often  a<Sl,  though  we 
are  not  always  acquainted  with  the  imme- 
diate one.  Some  other  difeafe  in  the  fyfteni 
coming  on,  as  a  fever,  &c.  (q)  may  fufpend 
the  venereal  action,  or  that  power  may  exift, 
which  caufes  fuch  a  difference,  at  different 
periods,  as  to  the  time  between  the  abforp- 
tion  of  the  poifon,  and  the  appearance  of  the 
venereal  fymptoms.  If  the  difeafe,  as  Mr. 
Foot  fays,  is  not  from  fympathy,  becaufe 
there  is  nothing  to  fympathize  with,  how 
can  it  be  froni  irritation  ?  Mr.  Foot's  argu- 
ments muft  deftroy  their  own  force  :  that  it 
is  not  from  virus  conveyed  to  the  tefticle,  is, 
highly  probable,  from  the  fame  fymptoms 
following,  as  Mr.  Hunter  obferves,  every 
kind  of  irritation,  whether  from  ftri6tures, 
injeftions,  or  bougies,  &c.  (r)  The  fuddennefs 
of  the  attack,  and  its  changing  often  from 
one  fide  to  the  other  fo  quickly,  is  a  further 
proof  of  fympathy.  Now,  if  the  whole  of  the 
urethra  was  affe6led,  to  the  proftate  gland, 

E  2  v/e 

(q)  Hunter,  page  3,  elucidates  this  matter  by  a  cafe  \i\ 
point. 

(r)  I  am  now  attending  one  who  had  been  advifed  to  th^e 
ufe  of  an  injudicious  inje£lion,  which  caufed  this  very  eltedi, 
and  a  high  degree  of  irritation  along  the  whole  courfe  of  the 
urethra^  accompanied  with  a  bloody  difcharge. 


(    36  ) 

we  might  eafily  conceive  it  to  arife  from 
the  a^jlioa  of  venereal  matter  running  onto 
the  tefticle  ;  yet  even  then  it  might  not  be 
from  vi?^iis  tranflated  to  it,  but  from  irrita- 
tion at  the  capid  gaUiiiaginis^  only  the  ready 
communication  by  the  vas  deferens  would 
render  it  probable :  but  no  immediate  con- 
veyance can  be  proved  from  the  ufaal  feat 
of  a  gonorrhcea  in  the  urethra  to  the  tefticle, 
notvv^ithftanding  the  attack  occurs  as  fre- 
quently at  this  time  as  any  other,  though 
there  may  to  the  groin,  which  clearly  ac- 
counts for  this  fympathetic  affection.  This 
likewife  fliews,  w^hy  the  tefticle  is  not 
often  irritated  by  a  gonorrhc^a,  in  its  high- 
eft  ftate  of  irritation,  and  why  the  inguinal 
glands  fympathize  more  frequently  than  the 
tefticle  w4th  the  s^onorriicea.  Xha.t  the  eui- 
dydimis  is  not  often  firft  affcfled,  I  appeal 
to  the  profeflion  and  the  want  of  commu- 
nication proves  the  improbability  of  tlie 
"■ciriis  being  conveyed  to  it.  Befides,  as  I  juft 
obferved,  the  poifon  muft  pafs  on  to  the 
proftate  gland  before  it  can  be  tranflated  to 
the  tefticle.  Now,  no  one  acquainted  with  the 
nature  of  thofe  parts,  will  fuppofe,  that  thc:'/- 
rus  can  pafs  along,  witliout  manifeft'ing  itfelf 

by 
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by  fucb  fymptoms  as  are  peculiar  to  the  morbid 
action  of  thofe  parts  :  but  admitting  it  other- 
wife,  it  would  rather  fhew  that  fonie  caufe  had 
fufpended  this  tendency  to  a  fympathetic  af- 
fedion,  than  that  it  was  from  '-cirus  conveyed 
after  irritation  had  altogether  ceafed  in  the 
urethra  ;  el]jeciaily  when  we  confider,  that 
it  is  the  body  of  the  tefticle  almoft  inva- 
riably, that  is  firft  attacked  with  a  fulinefs, 
tendernefs  to  the  touch,  &c.  En  pajjant^ 
let  me  intreat  the  reader  to  comipare  page  54 
with  55,  of  Mr.  Foot,  and  fee  what  aperfeft 
unifon  prevails  in  his  opinions.  In  page  54 
we  are  told,  that  when  the  patient  con- 
ceives himfelf  quite  well,  there  is  nothing  for 
the  tefticle  to  fympathize  v/ith  ;  there  is  no 
pain,  no  inflammation,  no  irritation  in  the 
urethra,  to  provoke  a  fymipathy  in  any  other 
part." 

Afterwards,  that  the  welled  tefticle 
muft  be  produced  from  irritation  in  the  ure- 
thra, or  from  ^iriis  conveyed  to  the  tefticle  : 
but  laftly,  that  it  is  incapable  of  being  af- 
fefied,  without  the  immediate  aftionof  vtriis^ 
and  that  the  fymptoms  prove  it  :"  fo  that  the 
tefticle  is  capable  of  fympathizing,  then 
not :  and  asiain,     if  the  fymntoms  in  the 

m'ethra 
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urethra  ceafed,  on  the  tefticle  being  affefted, 
the  fwelling  might  be  faid  to  originate  from 
irritation  without  vinis^  or  from  fympathy," 
This  is  generally  the  cafe,  and  I  defy  Mr. 
Foot  to  deny  it.  The  abfurdity  of  thefe 
counter  paragraphs  might  have  excufed  me 
from  replying  ^  but  I  am  willing  to  give  Mr. 
Foot  more  than  his  due,  rather  than  weaken 
his  arguments,  that  truth  may  manifeft  it-: 
felf,  for  I  have  only  noted  them,  as  I  wifh  to 
do  his  diftion  in  page  57,  as  evidences  of  his 
fallibihty,  that  they  may  teach  hini  more 
candour  in  his  language,  when  fpeaking  of 
Mr.  Hunter,  than  he  has  fliewn  in  his  writ? 
ings.  The  frivolous  appeal,  at  the  conclu- 
fion  of  this  feftion,  to  Mr.  Hunter's  honour,^ 
is  beft  anfwered,  by  referring  to  his  treatment 
of  the  fwelled  tefticle, 

fij  As  I  do  not  mean  to  copy  either  the 
falfe  wit,  or  the  illiberal  perfonality  of  Mr, 
Foot,  conceiving  them  inconfiftent  with  a, 
difputant,  or  the  gentleman,  fhall  therefore 
pafs  over  the  feftion  of  the  "  fwelling  of  the 
glands  from  fympathy,"  perceiving  nothing 
cleferving  of  an  anfwer, 

OF 

(sj  F(pot,  page  56^ 
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OF  THE  DISEASES  OF  THE  LYMPHATICS  IN 

A  gonorrhoea//^ 

CAN  candour  juftify  Mr.  Foot  in  muti- 
lating Mr.  Hunter's  arguments,  and 
tran{|:)ofnig  his  words  ?  The  latter  fays,  ( u) 
Another  fymptom  which  fometimes  takes 
place  in  gonorrhoea,  is  a  hard  chord  leading 
from  the  prepuce  along  the  back  of  the  penis, 
and  often  direfting  its  courfe  to  on^^  of  the 
groins, andaffeftingthe glands.  Thereis moft 
commonly  a  fwelling  in  the  prepuce  at  the 
part,  where  the  chord  takes  its  rife.  This 
happens  fometimes  when  there  is  an  excori- 
ation and  difcharge  from  the  prepuce  or 
glans,  which  may  be  called  a  venereal  gonor- 
rhoea of  thofe  parts.  Both  the  fwelling  in 
the  groin,  and  the  hard  chord,  we  have  rea- 
fon  to  fuppofe,  arife  from  the  abforption  of 
pus^  and  therefore  are  the  firft  fteps  towards 
a  lues  'vejierea  ;  but  as  that  form  of  the  difeafe 
feldom  happens  from  a  gonorrhoea,  I  fhall 
not  take  any  further  notice  of  it  in  this 
place  \'  when  he  proceeds  nearly  in  Mr. 
Foot's  words,  as  in  the  latter  quotation. 

The 

(t)  Foot,  page  60.        (u)  Hunter,  page  59. 
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The  Intention  of  this  perverfion  was  ap- 
parently to  form  a  pretext  for  writing  ;  and 
in  the  dearth  of  argument,  Mr.  Foot  created 
a  fhadow,  that  he  might,  Quixote  like,  here- 
after have  the  pleafure  of  encountering  it, 
which  I  envy  him  not  ;  but  to  hum.our  his 
wiflies,  will  extend  my  remarks  a  little  fur- 
ther.       The  fymptoms  of  a  gonorrh(xa," 
Mr.  Foot  fays,  "  are  held  in  contempt  by 
Mr*  Hunter  :  that  he  "  is  eai^er  at  all  times 
to  repeat  to  us,  that  the  difcharge  is  harmlefs 
that  flows  from  a  gonorrh<xa,  and  that  his 
doubts  of  bad  confequences  are  all  at  an  end," 
&c.    Now,  is  not  the  quotation  from  Mr. 
Hunter  above,  a  flat  contradidion  to  Mr. 
Foot's  aflertion,  of  the  difcharge  being  harm- 
lefs ?  Does  not  the  former  point  out  the  above 
effefts  as  fometimes  following  a  gonorrhoea  ? 
Does  he  not  declare  them  as  the  firft  fymp- 
tom.s  of  an  approaching  lues  venerea'?  Has  he 
not  dedicated  fome  chapters  of  his  work  to  its 
cure  ?  Then,  how  can  Mr.  Foot  afiert  againfl: 
truth,  that  the  difcharge  from  a  gonorrhoea  is 
perfeftly  innoxious  ?  Is  it becalife Mr.  Hunter 
has  faid, "  attacking  fecretingfurfaces,  it  fome- 
times ceafes  fpontaneoufly,  a,nd  that  the  in- 
flammation can  only  aft  a  certain  time  ?'* 

Yet 
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Yet  he  never  telis  us  that  this  favourable 
event  is  fo  frequent  as  to  juftify  our 
ncglefting  a  gonorrhcea,  but  fully  refutes  the 
fuppofition  by  his  praflice  ;  and  Mr.  Hunter 
further  fays,  (x)  that  the  matter  afling 
on  a  now  fecreting  furface,  and  producing 

-  an  ulcer  or  chancre,  the  parts  fo  afFe61ed 
are  capable  of  continuing  this  mode  of  ac- 
tion for  ever  and  as  to  tlie  fuppuration  of 
the  glands,  particularly  the  inguinal  ones, 
Mr.  Hunter  is  fo  far  from  faying  that  they 
are  not  infected  vviih  the  poifon,  that  he 
declares  (y)  "  he  fufpe61s,  v/hen  they  inflame 
from  the  abforption  of  matter,  they  gene- 
rally fuppurate."  To  Mr.  Foot's  firing  of 
//},  I  anfwer,  let  him  prove  the  afiertions 
from  Mr.  Hunter  by  candid  quotations,  and 
I  will  then  reply  to  what  he  deems  excep- 
tionable.   Mr.  Hunter  doubts  their  always 

.-'being  venereal,  (though  he  does  not  fay  they 
are  never)  becaufe  they  do  well,  with  the 
common  treatment  of  inflammation,  with- 
out mercury.  He  likewife  fays,  (z)  "  that 
as  far  as  his  trials  extend,  wounds  are  but 
indifferent  abforbing  furfaces.''  He  fuppofes 

F  the 

(u)  Wmtcv,  p.  35.         (x)  Idem,  p.  51,  and  58. 

(y)  Hunter,  p.  19,  and  36. 
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the  difcharge  from  the  wound  wafhes  off  the 
'uirusy  before  its  a6lion  takes  place.  Mr* 
Hunter  could  never  have  imagined  that  his 
idea  of  wounds  being  but  bad  abforbing 
furfaces,  would  be  applied  to  the  fmall-pox  j 
becaufe  there  is  no  analogy,  there  being  no 
ulcer  till  the  inflammation  excited  by  the 
infertion  of  the  variolous  matter  produces 
fuppuration,  the  aftion  of  which  on  the 
part  is  vifible  before  the  conftitution  is  af- 
fefted :  befides,  he  has  before  obviated  the 
objeftion,  by  remarking,  that  any  kind  of 
irritating  matter,  applied  to  thofe  parts  of 
the  body  fufceptible  of  irritation,  changes 
them  from  the  healthy  flate  to  the  fpecific 
morbid  nature  of  the  irritating  caufe."  I 
would  juft  afk  Mr.  Foot,  before  I  proceed  to 
the  next  feftion,  whether  folly,  perfonal 
enmity,  or  candour,  diftated  the  abfurd  in- 
formation in  page  63  ?  It  is  too  grofs  to 
gain  belief,  and  how  can  we  reconcile  it 
to  paft  or  future  declarations  ?  Such  illibe- 
rality  requires  the  patience  of  an  Anchorite 
to  read ;  it  is  too  much,  to  meet  with  abufe 
inftead  of  argument. 
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^HORT  RECAPITULATION  OF  THE  VARIETIES 
OF  THE  SYMPTOMS, 

HERE  I  muft  congratulate  Mr.  Foot 
on  the  acquilition  of  his  intuitive 
prefcience,  his  fingular  fecond  fight,  that 
led  him  to  the  perception  of  wh^t  has  been 
obvious  to  every  reader ;  for  Mr,  Hunter, 
w^hen  permitted  to  fpeak  for  himfelf,  withr- 
out  the  poUlhing  hand  of  Mr.  Foot,  not 
fo  inconfiftent  as  the  latter  would  have 
to  believe,  but  caufes  the  fhaft  to  recoil  on 
his  opponent,  for  in  the  very  paragraph  be- 
fore this  quoted,  Mr.  Hunter  fays,  (zj  "  In 
general,  the  inflammation  in  the  urethra  does 
not  extend  beyond  an  inch  or  two  frora 
the  orifice."  Now,  this  only,  independent  of 
numberlefs  parts  where  he  makes  ufe  of  the 
words  fpecific  dijlance^  fully  proves  that  he 
only  alludes  to  the  ufual  feat  of  a  gonor- 
rhoea in  the  urethra :  that  the  fenfe  is  not 
definite,  for  he  in  no  inftance  declares  it  ab-^ 
folutely,  nor  any  regular  uniformity  of 
fymptoms  \  indeed  it  would  not  be  pofllble 
for  him,  but  in  this  feftion  recapitulates  a 
F  2  feyy 


(z)  Hunter,  p.  6©,. 
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few  of  the  moft  material  or  common  va- 
rieties J  and  I  am  well  afTured  Mr.  Foot  is 
not  fo  emulous  of  fame,  as  to  contradict 
Mr.  Hunter's  narrative. 


OF  THE  CURE  OF  THE  GONORRHOEA. 

E  are  now  come  to  the  point 
to  which  our  paft  reafoning  has 
had  fome  reference;  and  to  adopt  Mr. 
Foot's  language,  I  fhall  confider  myfelf 
as  counfel,  the  public,  however  incongru- 
ous, both  judge  and  jury  in  the  prefent 
caufe  at  iffue;  and  as  our  indefeafible  right, 
infill  on  my  chent  being  permitted  to  fpeak 
for  himfelf,  or  rather  I  for  him,  in  his 
language.  Truth  calls  for  the  adoption  of 
that  admirable  maxim  of  the  no  lefs  ad- 
mirable and  juftly  celebrated  Lord  Mans- 
field, Audi  alteram  partem.  But  before  I 
proceed,  I  muft  beg  my  reader's  attention  to 
Mr.  Foot's  Obfervations  from  page  65  to 
*  85,  both  as  to  manner  and  fubftance. 

The  hope  that  my  readers  will  candidly 
weigh  the  merits  of  the  queftion  between 

us, 
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lis,  and  confider  how  far  our  opinions  arc 
confonant  to  truth  and  found  praftice,  be- 
fore they  give  their  verdicl,  has  been  the 
fole  wifh  that  urged  me  to  the  prefent  un- 
dertaking, and  nothing  perfonal  3  for  I  am 
neither  wedded  to  any  man's  opinions,  nor 
have  I  the  moft  diftant  defire,  if  I  poiTefled 
the  power,  of  miileading  any  man's  judge- 
ment. I  only  wiih  to  weigh  every  notion 
without  prejudice  or  favour,  whether  Mr. 
Hunter's  or  Mr.  Foot's ;  for  I  declare,  I 
jfhould  be  as  happy  to  coincide,  if  my  judge- 
ment would  permit  me,  with  the  latter  as 
the  former ;  but  when  I  fee  opinions  op- 
pofed  for  oppofition  fake,  I  cannot  help 
feeling  myfelf  interefted  in  parrying  their 
effeels ;  and  as  Mr.  Hunter's  ideas,  though 
frequently  fmgular  and  different  from  other 
men's,  are  generally  founded  on  experi- 
ments, and  as  he  has  throv/n  more  light 
on  the  animal  (economy  than  any  man  be- 
fore him,  his  doftrines  delivered  in  the 
prefent  Treatife  furely  demand  the  exertion 
of  our  candour  and  cool  enquiry,  until  we 
are  fatisfied,  either  by  our  own  obfex^vations, 
of  their  force,  or  by  more  folid  reafoning 
than  Mr.  Hunter  has  advanced  in  their 

favour^ 
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favour,  that  they  are  injurious  or  imprac^ 
ticable;  but  not  by  empty  declamation, 
mere  ipfe  dixits,  or  by  pretending  to  fhew 
the  fallacy  of  Mr.  Hunter's  reafoning  from 
mutilated  fcraps.  To  expeft  an  immediate 
adoption  of  any  theory,  would  be  abfurd, 
and  might  be  injurious  ;  it  is  better  that  it 
fhould  be  canvafTed  difpaffionately,  yet  it  is 
to  be  regretted  that  fome  individuals  are 
too  timid,  or  indolent,  whilft  others,  flaves 
to  old  cuftoms  or  praftices,  deem  every 
improvement  an  innovation  of  the  facred 
Palladium  of  antiquity  ;  but  their  numbers 
are  not  now  formidable,  the  ruft  of  pre- 
judice v^ears  off,  and  we  are  enabled  in  our 
prefent  enlightened  days,  to  put  a  juft  and 
not  exaggerated  value  on  their  labours ;  for 
truth,  though  long  obfcured,  will  ultimately 
prevail  5  and  Mr.  Hunter,  I  hope,  before  he 
finifhes  ,his  earthly  career,  will  be  enabled, 
in  fpite  of  the  envy  of  modern  Zoilus'S;^  to 
fay  with  Ovid, 

'Jamque  opus  exegty  fuod  nec  yavis  tra^  nec  ignesy^ 
Nec  poterit  ferrum^  nec  edax  abolere  vetujlas  : 
Cum  volet  ilia  dies^  qua  nil  nifi  corporis  hujus 
yus  habety  incertt  fpatium  mihifiniat  avij  Scc, 

I  beg 
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1  beg  my  readers'  indulgence,  for  this  di* 
greffion  ;  but  the  more  I  enter,  the  more 
I  find  myfelf  interefted  in  the  bufinefs  5 
though  to  tread  the  ground  over  again,  after 
what  I  have  faid  on  gonorrhoea,  will  not  be 
expe6led  of  me  :  but  as  Mr.  Hunter  tells  us, 
we  have  no  fpecific  for  a  gonorrhcea,  it  is 
fortunate,  that  time  will  frequently  (is  clear- 
ly underftood  from  his  paft  reafoning  and 
prefent  deduflions)  cure  itfelf.  However* 
Mr.  Foot  may  be  difpofed  to  quarrel  with 
Mr.  Hunter  for  this  opinion,  I  confefs  my- 
felf obliged  to  him  for  the  fuggeftion ;  the 
hope  held  out,  I  am  fure,  was  dilated  by 
philanthropy  and  foftered  by  benevolence 
and  could  w^e  inftil  the  behef  of  the  poffi- 
bility  of  fuch  a  favourable  ilTue  into  our 
patients,  though  not  founded  ftriftly  in 
truth,  it  would  conduce  to  their  benefit,  by 
appeafing  their  fears,  and  infpiring  them  with 
greater  confidence  in  the  means  recommend- 
ed. As  to  the  fpontaneous  cure  of  a  gonor- 
rhoea,! muft  confefs  piyfelf  incompetent  to  give 
a  decifion;  further  experience  muftenable  me 
to  yield  a  fall  concurrence,  fo  far  as  my  ob- 
fervations  extend,  or  if  two  cafes  can  warrant 
a  decided  opinion,  I  am  then  competent  to  fe- 
condMr.  Hunter's  declaration,  from  the  fmall 

fhare 
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fliare'of  medical  help  very  often  neceffary. 
I  fincerely  fubfcribe  to  the  idea,  that  it  may 
fometimes  happen,  and  that  this  is  Mr. 
Hunter's  opinion,  is  evident  from  his  general 
reafoning  faj  and  treatment ;  his  praftice  is 
calculated  to  eftablifii  the  faft  ;  and  he  al- 
lovvTs  that  art  accelerates  the  cure  ^  that  very 
troublefome  effefts  fometimes  follow  it,  fc) 
the  inflammation  extending  beyond  its  ufual 
bounds,  along  the  whole  courfe  of  the  ure- 
thra, to  the  bladder  and  even  the  .kidnies; 
the  glands  likewife  of  the  urethra  inflame 
and  often  fuppurate,  and  he  fufpefts  that 

Cowper's  glands  fometimes  do  the  fame.  

That  a  fdj  gonorrhoea  will  often  continue 
an  amazing  length  of  time,  the  parts  being 
fo  habituated  to  this  irritation  as  hardly  to 
be  affefted  by  it  ;  and  that  by  this  means 
fooner  or  later,  as  circumflances  influence, 
the  cure  is  effected,  though  not  always  the 
confequences.  (e) — ffj  That  it  is  very  feldom 
that  the  conftitution  is  tainted  by  a  gonor- 
rhoea, yet  that  it  fometimes  does,  and  the 
patient  is  attacked  with  a  lues  venerea.  I 
deemed  it  neceflary  to  give  this  fummary  of 

Mr. 

(a)  Hunter,  p.  69.  (If)  Idem,  p.  60. 

(t)  Idem,  p.  38.       {ci)  Idem,  p.  69,  8c  109. 
(()  Idem,  p.  15,  16,  8i  59, 
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Mr.  Hunter's  praclice,  as  a  counter-part  to 
Mr.  Foot's  affertions,  to  fnew  their  fallacy-j 
before  I  proceeded  to  the  latter's  objeflions. 
My  reafons,  befides  thefe  given  before,  for 
believing  the  pofllbility  of  the  fpontaneous 
Cure  of  the  gonorrhoea,  and  the  incompati- 
bility of  the  living  principle  of  the  difeafe 
continuing  in  this,  any  more  than  in  others^ 
the  fame  aflion ;  for  when  it  fhifts  its  in- 
fluence, and  produces  new  effects,  and  is 
ramified,  as  Mr.  Foot  fays,  page  69,  into  all 
the  venereal  fymptoms  that  were  ever  known, 
it  is  then,  after  the  conftitution  is  affefted, 
a  lues  venerea,  and  no  longer  a  gonorrhoea. 
What  ftill  further  confirms  me  in  the  belief, 
are  the  various  and  almoft  contradiftory 
means  adopted  by  individuals  for  its  cure 
and  whether  this  end  is  attempted  by  local 
or  general  remedies,  let  them  be  as  oppofite 
as  they  will,  the  event  is  nearly  alike :  and 
though  mercury  is  allowed  to  be  a  fpecific 
in  the  lues  venerea,  a  gonorrhcea  may  ge- 
nerally be  cured  without  it^  and  when  given 
internally,  it  can  have  no  effeft  on  a  local 
difeafe  of  the  urethra,  when  the  conftitu- 
tion is  not  contaminated:  nay,  many  practi- 
tioners have  deemed  it  rather  injurious  than 

G  beneficial. 
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beneficial.  And  further,  the  inflammation  aI-» 
ways  ceafing  of  itfelf,  nearly  as  foon  without 
artificial  aid,  as  with,  (if  general )  let  the  means 
be  what  they  may,  for  this  difeafed  a6lion,  as 
I  have  faid  before,  cannot  continue  its  influ- 
ence, but  mufl:  ceafe  of  itfelf  (f).  Yet  it  is  not 
to  be  inferred,  that  becaufe  the  inflammation 
has  ceafed,  that  the  danger  is  always  over, 
for  the  difcharge,  as  I  have  obferved,  under 
the  article  of  fus^  is  capable  of  being  fup- 
plied  after  fuch  ceflation,  or  we  could  not 
reconcile  it  with  the  conjecture  of  its  being 
conveyed  in  this  form,  to  the  South-Sea 
Iflands :  (g)  nor  is  the  event  declared 
by  Mr.  Hunter,  to  be  fo  frequent  or  regu- 
lar as  to  juftify  us,  in  the  negleft  of  the  ne- 
ceiTary  means  to  defi:roy  its  aftion.  What  at 
once  overturns  the  aiTertion,  is  his  remark- 
ing, that  the  matter  from  a  gonori'hoea  and 
chancre  are  alike,  and  that  the  latter  is  the 
fymptom  of  an  approaching  lues  venerea. 
The  pollibility  of  the  faft  Mr.  Foot  admits, 
when  he  fays,  that  after  the  urethra  is 
infenfible  to  the  irritation  of  the  virus,  it  is 
capable  of  fnifting  its  influence  but 
vi^ith  Mr.  Foot's  leave,  there  mud  be  an 

idio- 

(f)  Hunter,  p.  35.  (^)  Idem,  p.  14- 
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idiofyncrafy  or  pre-difpofing  caufe  in  the 
habit  ^it  is  not  a  fixed  rotine,  after  the  fuf- 
ceptibiUty  of  one  part  is  defcroyed,  to  re- 
move to  another:  but  in  Mr.  Foot's  grant- 
ing this  infenfibiiity,  I  appeal  to  difpaflion- 
ate  minds,  if  it  does  not  ftrengthen  the  pro- 
bability of  Mr.  Hunter's  opinion  being  well 
founded  5  and  it  is  further  fiipported  by  the 
teftimony  of  one  of  his  (h)  opponents,  vv^ho 
fays,  that  he  has  feen  many  inftances  where 
water  drunk  for  a  confiderable  time  has  cured 
the  clap,  or  gonorrhoea,  full  as  well  as  any 
medicine  whatever  though  I  think  it  will 
call  for  the  faith  of  a  zealot  to  attribute  any 
fpecific  influence  to  water. 

After  what  has  been  proved  from  Mr. 
Hunter,  independent  of  the  laft  feftion  Mr, 
Foot  animadverted  on,  of  the  poffible  ef-^ 
fe£ls  of  a  gonorrhoea,  would  any  man  but 
himfelf  have  been  fo  wild  as  to  fay,  the  hope 
held  out  warranted,  becaufe  it  might  happen 
the  omiffion  of  the  means  in  our  power  to 
deftroy  the  difeafe,  and  that  the  attempt 
would  be  a  prejudication  of  Mr.  Hiinter's 
honour. 

G  2        V  From 

(hj  Dr.  Swedlaur. 
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From.  Mr.  Foot's  defultory  manner  of 
treating  this  fabjeft,  I  am  reduced  to  the  ne- 
fity  of  frequently  recurring  to  the  fame 
thing ;  but  as  I  have  before  obferved,  Mr. 
Hunter  could  not  be  fo  abfurd  as  to  fay,  uur 
conditionally,  that  the  difeafe  would  tire  it- 
felf  out,  and  yet  dictate  the  mode  of  cure 
neceffary  to  be  adopted.  Yet  fuch  is  the  idea 
Mr.  Foot  would  palm  upon  us  3  he  feems 
more  defirous  of  rendering  Mr.  Hunter  ri- 
diculous, than  himfelf  refpectable,  and  en- 
deavours to  amufe  us  with  wit,  (but  notfter- 
ling  attic  wit)  where  he  cannot  be  argumen- 
tative. His  reafoning  in  his  heat,  overturns 
unfortunately  his  deductions,  as  I  have  be- 
fore proved;  and  wh.ere  he  ftrives  todeftroy, 
he  ftrengthens  Mr.  Hunter's  theory,  as  in 
the  direful  effefts  fometimes  following  a  go- 
norrhoea, (i)    which  can  only  be  prevented 
by  thofe  remedies  of  art,  whofe  application 
deilroys  the  ftimulating  power  of  the  virus^ 
and  put  an  end  to  all  irritation."  Now,  this  is 
"only  prefentingus  with  Mr.  Hunter's  idea  in  a 
different  drefs,  for  he  fays,  (k)^^  the  only  thing 
neceffary  to  be  done  for  the  cure,  is  to  de- 
ftroy  the  difpofition  and  fpecific  mode  of  ac- 
tion in  thefolids  of  the  parts  >  and  as  that  is 

changed. 


(ij  Foot,  page  69. 


(' }  Huater,  page  60, 
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changed,  the  poifonous  quality  of  the  mat- 
ter produced  will  alfq  be  deftroyed." 

I  have  a  pleafure  in  acquiefcing  with  Mr 
Foot  in  the  opinion,  that  a  prophylaftic,  I 
believe,  will  prevent  the  venereal  aftion  from 
taking  places  fodoes  Mr.  Hunter,  (page  378): 
but  I  cannot  agree  unconditionally,  that  thq 
fame  is  expedient  at  all  times,  and  in  all  con- 
ftitutions,  after  the  irritation  has  taken  place^ 
and  runs  high ;  or  that  it  ought  to  be  con- 
tinued, though  poffibly  it  fometimes  m.ay, 
yet  the  inftances  muft  be  fo  rare,  as  to  call 
for  the  difcrimination  of  a  praftitioner's 
judgement  to  direft  when,  for  no  definite 
rule  can  be  laid  down.  I  have  feen  inftances, 
where,  I  am  clear,  a  mercurial  injeilion  (and 
that  from  Mr.  Foot's  fubfequent  remarks, 
feems  to  be  the  prophylaftic  hinted  at)  has 
been  extremely  injurious,  by  increafmg  the 
uTitation,  and  confequently  the  fpecific  ac- 
tion of  the  venereal  poifon,  and  producing 
thereby  a  ftronger  difpofition  to  abforption. 
But  by  adopting  in  thofe  inftances  the  feda- 
tive  or  quieting  plan,  relief  has  been  obr 
ttiined,  and  a  favourable  ifllit  follov/ed. 

I  am 
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I  am  happy  in  acceding  with  Mr.  Foot, 
to  Mr.  Hunter^s  opinion,  (I)  that  irritation 
afting  on  a  fufceptible  part,  tends  to  leflen 
its  fufceptibility  ^  though  I  differ  with  the 
former  in  its  confequences,  fatisfied,  that  in 
time,  on  the  ceffation  of  the  ftimulus,  it  re-- 
covers  its  fenfibility,  and  that  fome  pleafures 
are  increafed  by  repetition. — I  wifli  for  Mr, 
Foot's  fake,  as  well  as  mine,  that  he  had 
omitted  thofe  invidious  and  partial  quota- 
tions, [m)  which  his  reafons  donot  juftify  nor 
do  they  make  any  thing  to  his  caufe,  and  on- 
ly gratify  a  difpofition  that  ought  not  to  be 
indulged.  Our  opinions  fliould  be  formed 
from  a  man's  general  views,  or  reafoning, 
and  not  from  detached  fentences,  I  have  al- 
ready given  a  juft  narration  of  Mr.  Hunter's, 
theory,  which  might  ferve  as  an  anfvver  to 
Mr.  Foot's  objections  5  I  fliall  however  add, 
though  naturally  averfe  to  the  practice,  an 
extraft  or  two  from  himfelf,  by  way  of  fpe- 
cimen,  to  convince  him  of  the  injuftice  of 
the  meafure, 

(n)  He  fays,  the  application  of  the  reme-r 
dies  (of  art)  deftroy  the  ftimulating  power 

of 

(/)  Foot,  p.  71.        [m)  Idem,  from  p.  741078. 
(«)  Idem,  p.  69. 
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of  the  n)irus,  and  put  an  end  to  all  irrita- 
tion: thus,  is  the  immediate  attack  removed, 
and  the  future  evils  guarded  againft  and 
prevented. 

{o)  Here  is  a  virus  of  a  fpecific  quality, 
and  which  is  only  temporarily  local ;  and 
although  it  produces  its  firft  effefts  by  irri- 
tation, yet  it  does  not  ceafe  to  a6l  when  ir* 
ritation  can  no  longer  be  fupported. 

Now,  the  ceffation  of  the  irritation  is  the 
cure  in  the  firfc,  but  not  in  the  fccond  ex- 
tra6l.  [p)  Again,  the  great  variety  of  in- 
jections given,  and  every  inflammation  get- 
ing  well  during  their  cure,  are  ftrong  cor- 
roborating circumftances  in  favour  of  the 
opinion,  that  they  all  tend  to  one  end. 

{q)  I  fay  that  a  mercurial  injeftion  is  a 
fpecific  in  the  cure  of  a  gonorrhoea. 

Does  then  the  term  injeftion,  in  Mr. 
Foot's  idea,  convey  a  fpecific  charm?  His 
imagination  to  me  feems  his   ignis  fatuus. 

Was 

(ff)  Foot,  p.  72.    [p)  Idem,  p.  88.    (f)  idem,  p.  107. 
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Was  I  here  difpofed  to  follow  his  praftice, 
I  might  afk  him,  the  modus  operandi  oi 
his  remedies,  and  cut  bono  his  reafoning 
but  the  talk  is  really  too  painful  to  purfue. 

Mr.  Foot's  aim  feems  to  be,  to  confound 
rather  than  elucidate;  for  Mr.  Hunter's 
fyftem  is  not  to  be  learned  from  mutilat- 
ed quotations  :  but,  if  the  reader  adds  the 
following  words,  between  the  firf!:  and  f*e- 
cond  citation  (page  80)  of  Mr.  Foot, 
"  (r)  for  I  have  already  obferved,  that 
fome  people  are  very  fufceptible  of  this 
irritation,  who  are  as  it  were  infenfible  to 
others  ;  and  on  the  contrary,  many  are  ea- 
fily  affected  by  common  inflammation,  who 
are  infenfible  to  this he  will  readily  per- 
ceive the  drift,  fcope,  force,  and  propriety 
of  his  reafoning,  with  the  fitnefs  of  his 
praftice  thereto.  But  I  repeat  it  again,  to 
form  a  juft  idea  of  Mr.  Hunter,  rationaky 
and  of  the  fallacy  of  the  light  held  out,  the 
reader  muft  refer  to  the  original  work,  be- 
fore he  forms  his  opinions ;  for  was  I  to 
make  the  quotations  neceflary  from  Mr. 
Hunter,  to  obviate  Mr.  Foot's  remarks,  I 

fliould 

(r)  Foot,  p.  70. 
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fliould  unavoidably  extend  my  Effay  to  a  much 
greater  length  than  I  wifh.  If  I  am  happy 
enough  to  ward  off  the  fliaft  of  malevolence, 
and  induce  fome  praftitioners  to  recur  to 
Mr.  Hunter's  Treatife,  the  afTurance  of  their 
thanks  for  the  benefit  they  reap,  connefted 
with  the  confequent  fatisfaftion  of  relieving 
my  fellow  creatures  in  diftrefs,  is  the  ampleft 
recompence  I  look  for ;  but  I  beg  their  in- 
dulgence, if  from  a  ftudy  to  avoid  this  er- 
ror, I  fhould  have  unfortunately  run  into 
the  oppofite,  fo  as  to  become  obfcure  from 
brevity, 

(/)  If  the  term  irritable  inflammation" 
was  not  obvious  to  Mr.  Foot's  perception, 
he  was  to  be  commended  for  making  the  con- 
feffion,  but  had  no  right  to  level  othei'  peo- 
ple's capacities  tq  hi3  ftand^rd^ 

Mr.  Foot,  in  page  82^  convinces  us,  as 
he  has  frequently  before  done,  on  what 
a  forlorn  hope  he  refts  his  objeftions, 
when  to  fupport  the  fhadow  of  an  argument, 
he  is  forced  to  advert  to  the  perverlion  of 
his  opponent's  reafoning,  to  make  a  ftand,, 
and  uncandidly  infinuate,  that  Mr.  Hunter 

H  advifes 

(i)  Foot,  page  Si. 
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advifes  us  to  let  the  gonorrhoea  tire  itfelf  out  i 
when  he  pofitively  fpeaks  of  the  inflamma- 
tion, (u)  which  if  great,  and  of  the  irri- 
table kind,  no  violence  is  to  be  ufed  in  the 
cure,  for  it  will  only  increafe  the  fymptoms, 
unlefs  we  knew  that  the  great  degree  of  in- 
flammation arofe  entirely  from  a  fufcaptibi- 
lity  of  this  irritation,  and  that  there  was 
no  general  irritability  in  the  conftitution, 
which  feldom  can  be  afcertained.  In  cafes 
where  the  fymptoms  run  high,  nothing 
fhould  be  done  that  may  tend  to  ftop  the 
difcharge,  either  by  internal  or  external 
means,  as  that  does  not  put  an  end  to  the 
inflammation.  The  conftitution  is  to  be 
altered,  if  pofTible,  \}j  remedies  adapted  to 
each  difpofltion,  with  a  view  to  alter  the  ac- 
tions .of  the  parts  arifmg  from  fuch  difpo- 
fitions,  and  reduce  the  difeafe  to  its  fim^ 
pie  form,"  when  the  cure  may  be  pro- 
ceeded to  v/ithout  interruption,  or  the  ne- 
ceffity,  as  Mr.  Foot  pathetically  laments,  of 
being  Ihut  out  from  the  moll  alluring  enjoy-, 
ments.  ^ 

(.7)  Hur.tcr,  p.  71. 
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OF  LOCAL  APPLICATIONS,  &C.  (x) 

r"|^HE  quotation  given  here  is  amongft 
*  Jl.  the  faireft.  though  the  fenfe  is  fonie- 
what  impaired  by  the  omiffion  of  univer- 
fallyy  (y)  which  fnould  have  been  placed 
after,  but  certainly  this  is  not  the  cafe^'' 
yet  it  may  have  been  eafual,  therefore  ve- 
nial. The  avidity  with  which  he  feizes 
the  remark,  "  of  every  (uch  complaint  cur- 
ing itfelf  in  time,"  (z)  would  lead  one  to 
fuppofe,  that  he  forgot  the  lafl:  ftand  that 
he  made,  and,  in  the  eagernefs  to  catch  at 
this  phantom,  had  forgot  the  follovvdng  ex- 
planation, {a)  "  I  think,  however,  that  it 
appears  from  praflice,  that  an  injeftion  will 
often  have  almoft  an  immediate  effect  upon 
the  fymptoms,  therefore  they  muft  have 
fome  power;"  and  further,  {b)  "  as  many 
inje6lions  immediately,  or  at  leaft  foon  af- 
ter the  application,  remove  the  fymptoms, 
and  prevent  the  formation  of  matter,  &c/* 

H  2  If 

{x)  Foot,  p.  86.  {y)  Hunter,  p.  74. 

(x)  Foot,  p.  87.    («)  Hunter,  p.  76.       (^)  Hunter,  77, 
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if  I  err  not,  this  proof  of  delinquency 
fhews  a  determined  refolution  to  cavil  at 
every  thing  Mr.  Hunter  fays,  for  here  are  two 
pages  of  ufelefs  declamation,  a  repetition 
of  what  has  been  more  than  once  attended 
to  before,  and  as  frecpaently  anfwered,  fo  as 
really  to  become  irkfome  :  I  fhall  only  once 
more  remark,  that  mercury  is  not  a  fpecific 
for  a  gonorrhoea,  as  v/e  can  cure  the  com- 
plaint without  it.  From  the  tenour  of  Mr. 
Foot's  ObfervationSi  one  would  be  tempted 
to  fuppofb  that  he  has  but  one  form,  or  re- 
medy, for  all  venereal  complaints,  confiii- 
tutions,  ages,  and  circumftances ;  fo  that 
his,  if  infallible,  muft  be  a  fpecific.  But 
unfortunately  for  him,  thefe  are  not  the 
days  of  credulity,  and  the  want  of  confift- 
ency  in  him,  weakens  one's  faith,  efpeciaily 
after  an  avowed  incapacity  to  compre- 
hend the  merits  of  the  work  in  queftion.  (c) 
(d)  He  fayS;,  Mr.  Hunter  affumes  fach  a 
fyftem  as  he  knows  nothing  Jimile  aut  fe- 
cundum  to  it.  I  am  unwilling  to  irritate 
his  feelings,  by  urging  this  matter  fo  much 
as  his  conda'51  towards  Mr.  Hunter  de- 
ferves  \  rny  fympathy  is  raifed  for  his  fitu- 

ation : 


(0  Foot,  p.  gi,  83,  &  95.         W  Idem,  p.  89. 
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ation  :  fhall  therefore  leave  him  to  reconcile 
the  abfurdity  of  pretending  to  cenfure  what 
he  does  not  comprehend  3  the  confefficn  is 
the  greateft,  and  I  might  add  the  only  mark 
of  candour  we  have  hitherto  met  with ; 
and  though  it  weakens  the  evidence  of  his 
remarks,  and  excites  our  concern,  that  a 
profeffional  man  fliould  have  fo  wafted  his 
time,  and  mifapplied  his  talents,  yet  fome 
degree  of  refentment  is  united  with  our 
pity,  to  fee  him  ftill  perfift  in  holding  out 
fuch  partial,  imperfeft,  and  mutilated  quo- 
tations, that  if  we  took  his  word,  might  be 
faid  to  countenance  his  afiertions,  and  prove 
Mr.  Hunter's  theory,  not  only  the  moft  ab- 
ftrufe,  but  the  moft  complex  and  abfard 
that  ever  was  foftered  by  man*  However, 
juftice  requires  us  to  advert  to  the  original 
work,  that  by  comparing  the  extrafts  with 
Mr.  Hunter,  the  conduft  of  Mr.  Foot  may 
be  expofed  in  a  fuitable  light. 

In  the  prefent  feftion  there  is  an  ample 
fcope  for  animadverfion ;  and  it  may  not 
be  amifs  to  put  (e)  Mr.  Foot  in  mind^  that 

there 

{f)  Foot,  p.  94. 
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there  is  in  general  no  ulcer  in  a  gonor- 
rhoea, therefore  no  analogy.  Mr.  Hunter's 
reafons  for  forming  this  opinion,  are  given 
in  the  quotation  in  part,  and  more  fully  in 
the  paragraph  following  that  cited ;  and  in 
a  note  to  page  36,  fo  as  to  fave  me  the 
trouble  of  noticing  them  here.  The  mo- 
tive is  not  on  account  of  the  noxious  ef- 
fefts  of  the  difcharge  on  the  part,  but  by 
removing  it,  the  medicines  are  allowed  to 
come  in  contaft  Vv^ith  the  inflamed  furface, 
and  thereby  leffen  the  difpofition  to  abforp- 
tion.  Befides,  Mr.  Hunter  never  fays  that 
the  neighbouring  parts  are  exempt,  or  that 
the  matter  cannot  act  by  lodging  on  the 
farface  of  the  urethra  in  its  paffage,  fo  as  to 
increafe  and  poffibly  extend  its  fpecific  ac- 
tion, which  the  frequent  application  of  the 
injedion  will  obviate,  as  cleanlinefs  does 
the  Eryfipelatous  afteclion,  that  attacks  the 
neighbouring  parts  of  old  ulcers. 

Mr.  Foot  obferves,  {/)  "  that  he  is  at  a 
lofs  to  determine  which  of  the  five  words, 
buty  probably^  Jeldom,  happen,   and  believe^ 

Mr. 

(fj  Foot,  page  95. 
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Mr.  Hunter  is  the  moft  indebted  to."  The 
^remarking  this  invidious  attack  may  be 
thought  ill  natured  in  me  at  the  lirft  view, 
and  an  ej^ception  to  my  declaration  of 
avoiding  every  thing  perfonal    but  a  little 
refle6lion  w^ill    obviate    the  fuppofition, 
though  I  acknowledge  it  was  not  y/orth  a 
reply,  for  every  reader  will  naturally  deem 
their  adoption  a  mark  of  diffidence  or  mo- 
defty,  a  virtue  that  would  not  have  difgraced 
even   Mr.  Foot,  but  would  have  taught 
him  to  deliver  his  dogmas  in  a  tone  more 
confiftent  with  his  talents,  fituation,  and 
former  (g)  profeffions,  and  have  inftilled 
fuch  a  fliare  of  candour  as  to  permit  Mr, 
Hunter  to  deliver  his  owr|  fentiments  with- 
out his  polifhing  hand.    I  have  before  ob^ 
jefted  to  this  liberty  he  takes,  of  marring 
Mr.  Hunter's  opinion,  though  I  can  allow 
it  might  for  once  have  been  cafual;  but 
that  the  repetition  fhould,  is  rather  impro- 
bable. He  further  adds,  "  they  are  his  coat 
of  armour."   Now  this  fhews  him  a  difcrete 
warrior,  for  none  but  madmen  heedlefsly 
throw  off  their  armour,  and  negleft  their 
guard,  in  an  engagement  :  does  not  every 

fwordfman 

{g)  Foot,  pa^e  2. 
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fwordfman  endeavour  to  parry  his  adverfary's 
attack,  whilft  he  is  watching  to  make  a 
home  thruft  hirnfelf  ?  And  however  the  con- 
trary conduct  may  pieafe  Mr.  Foot's  fin-, 
gularity,  he  would  find  few  to  agree  with 
him  5  for  fuch  a  conduct  could  not  arife 
from  true  courage,  but  vv^ould  be  temerity 
in  the  extreme.  To  drop  the  metaphor,  we 
are  in  reafonings  to  judge  of  the  propriety  of 
a  meafure  from  the  force,  juftnefs,  and 
cogency  of  the  arguments  advanced,  rather 
than  by  the  pofitivenefs  with  which  they  are 
delivered, 

I  am  glad  Mr.  Foot  [h)  "now  confeffes 
what  has  been  before  remarked,  that 
he  is  incapable  of  extricating  us  out  of 
the  chaos  he  has  himfelf  created,  and 
obliged  us  to  recur  to  Mr.  Hunter  for 
the  clue  of  his  own  Obfervations.  What  a 
misfortune,  that  he  does  not  poffefs  the 
power  of  elucidating  fubjefts  fo  well  as  he 
does  of  confounding  them  !  On  his  own 
account  (i)  he  has  to  regret,  that  in  ex- 
panding the  leaves  before  us,  he  has  exchanged 

01^ 


(  b )  Foot,  p.  95. 


( /)  Idem,  p.  98. 
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or  forfeited  the  title  of  a  reputable  prac- 
titioner, for  that  of  a  feeble,  illiberal  critic, 
in  attacking  opinions  he  profeffes  not  to 
underftand,  and  reducing  himfelf  to  the 
confequent  neceffity  of  difingenuoufly  ftating 
Mr.  Hunter's  arguments,  to  fupport  the 
fliadovv  of  reafoning,  and  of  fubftituting 
farcafms  inftead  of  fafts,  endeavouring 
thereby  to  leflen  the  merit  of  Mr.  Hunter's 
performance,  condemning  the  Treatife  as 
inutile.  However,  notwithftanding  Mr. 
Foot's  fiat^  I  ihall  not  fcruple  to  aver 
with  confidence,  and  fear  not  being  fup- 
ported  by  the  teftimony  of  better  judges 
than  either  of  us,  that  it  abounds  with 
more  ufeful  information,  conveys  a  better 
theory  of  the  difeafe,  and  a  fuperior  rationale 
of  the  action  of  remedies,  than  any  we  are 
acquainted  with,  the  method  of  cure  being 
treated  of  on  that  extended  fcale  as  does 
credit  to  the  enlarged  views  and  genius  of 
its  Author.  It  is  true,  there  is  nothing  for 
the  quack,  but  the  judicious  praftitioner  may 
receive  confiderable  benefit;  though,  fince  it 
is  a  human  frailty  to  err,  we  are  not  to  ex- 
pe£l  perfeftion.  There  may  be  fome  trivial 
opinions,  that  when  tried  by  the  teft  of  ex- 
I  perience^ 
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periencej  may  be  overturned,  though  nothing 
that  Mr.  Foot  has  hitherto  advanced  is 
capable  of  weakening  their  evidence,  nor 
is  any  idea  advanced  that  does  not  deferve 
our  ferious  confideration. 


OF  THE  TREATMENT  OF  THE  CONSTITUTIOK 
IN  THE  CURE  OF  THE  GONORRHOEA. 

(k)  ^  I  iH  E  objection  ftated  after  the 
JL  quotation  from  Mr.  Hunter,  is, 
that  no  further  notice  being  taken  of  this, 
he  prefumes  that  the  whole  venereal  concern 
w^as  at  an  end  ^  yet  th©  only  inftance  where 
he  ever  faw  a  gonorrhoea  difappear  in  this 
manner,  the  confequence  v/as,  that  the 
patient  endured  the  moft  confirmed  liics 
venerea  that  he  ever  faw.  Though  I  doubt 
not  the  faft,  yet  it  is  no  exception,  nor 
does  it  w^eaken  Mr.  Hunter's  evidence ;  on 
the  contrary,  it  is  a  confirmation  of  his  fub- 
fequent  words,  (I)  "  In  others  I  have  feea 
all  the  fymptoms  of  the  gonorrhoea  flop 

by 

Foot,  p.  9g,  (/)  Hunt?r,  p.  85. 
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by  the  coining  on  of  a  fever,  and  return 
again  when  it  went  off."  (m)  Although 
a  fever  does  not  always  cure  a  gonorrhcea, 
yet  as  it  may,  nothing  fiiould  be  done 
while  the  fever  lafts  ;  and  if  it  continues 
after  the  fever  is  gone,  it  is  then  to  be 
treated  according  to  the  fymptoms."  But 
Mr.  Foot  fays,  the  iflue  of  his  patient 
proves  direftly  the  reverfe  of  Mr.  Hunter's 
opinion,  ^(?2)  "  that  no  two  aclilons  can 
take  place  in  th^  fame  conftitution  at  the 
fame  time  yet  unfortunately  for  him,  the 
latter  fays,  (o)  "  the  lues  and  ih.^  fmall-pox 
may  exift  together  that  is,  parts  of 
the  body  may  have  b^n  contaminated  by 
the  venereal  poifon,  and  the  fmall-pox  may 
take  place,  and  both  may  appear  together, 
but  not  in  the  fame  parts  ^  that  he  fuppofes^ 
a  fever  produces  the  fufppnfiQn,  or  cure  ol 
a  gonorrhoea  5'*  and  Mr.  Foot  unaccount- 
ably admits,  that  perhaps  he  is  right  3  but 
immediately  after,  as  though  he  had  re- 
pented of  the  conceffion,  and  was  perplexed, 
or  as  if  halting  between  belief  and  doubt, 
^llcs,     Does  Mr.  Hunter  pretend  to  fay, 

I  2  ^hat 

{m)  Hunter,  p.  85.  (n)  Idem,  p. 

{p)  Idem,  p. 
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that  the  virus  was  dormant  whilft  it  was 
abforbing  from  the  urethra  into  the  habit  ? 
The  queftion  is  worded  in  fuch  a  queftion- 
able  manner  as  hardly  to  deferve  an  an- 
fwer;  it  betrays  an  unpardonable  want  of 
attention  :  but  leaft  it  fliould  be  thought  I 
was  quibbling  about  expreflions  rather  than 
replying  to  facts,  or  v/hat  might  be  fap- 
pofed  was  Mr.  Foot's  meaning,  I  fliall  not 
fhrink  from  the  affertion,  that  here  the 
latter  difeafe  deftroyed  the  local  aftion  of 
the  gonorrhoea.  Even  the  cafe  related  by 
Mr.  Foot  proves  the  fufpenfion,  though 
after  the  fever  ceafed  it  might  recover  its 
action,  and  abforption  then  taking  place, 
v/ould  produce  the  lues  'venerea  indeed,  if 
not  put  an  end  to,  would  not  the  relaxed  or 
enfeebled  habit  which  enfues  after  fevers, 
predifpofe  to  fuch  an  event  ? 

Mr.  Foot  fays,  (p)  "  that  a  mercurial  in- 
jeftion  is  a  fpecific  in  the  cure  of  a  gonor- 
'  rhoe;i."  Though  I  have  replied  to  this 
queftion  before,  I  muft  add,  that  I  am  fo 
confident  of  the  impropriety  of  ufing  a 
mercurial  injeftion  indifcriminately,  that  I 

fta!;e 

(p)  Fool,  p.  I  CI. 
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ftake  my  credit  on  the  juftnefs  of  a  contrary 
practice.  Wherever  there  is  either  this 
extreme  fufceptibiUty  in  the  parts,  a  pre- 
difpofition  to  a  very  high  degree  of  the  fpe- 
ciiic  aftion,  or  the  irritable  inflammation, 
as  Mr.  Hunter  calls  it,  is  prefent,  a  quieting, 
rather  than  irritating  plan,  cannot  be  in- 
culcated too  often  for  the  patient's  good; 
and  this  difpofition  of  the  parts  or  fyfteni 
may  very  often  be  difcovered  from  the 
patient's  account,  either  from  fome  former 
infeftion,  or  the  violence  and  peculiarity 
of  the  prefent  fymptoms  yet  I  readily 
agree  with  Mr.  Foot,  that  frequently  his 
praftice  may  be  eligible,  and  as  far  as  my 
experience  leads,  always  fuccefsful,  if  made 
ufe  of  as  a  prophylaftic,  though  it  deferves 
not  the  name  of  a  fpecific  in  a  gonorrhoea, 
as  other  remedies  are  equally  advantageous  : 
and  when  Mr.  Foot  fays,  under  every  cir- 
cumilance,  (q)  that  the  cure  is  only  made 
more  difficult  and  important  from  pro- 
craftination,  by  permitting  the  vims  to  ex- 
tend its  ill  effecls,  and  by  widening  the  in- 
flammatory furface,"  J  am  induced  to  afk 
him,  if  fuch  ferious  confequences  arife  from 

its 

(f)  Foot,  p.  1 01. 
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its  omlffion  for  a  fhort  time,  how  it  is  we 
are  enabled  to  cure  a  gonorrl:^oea  without 
the  aid  of  mercury  ? 


[r]    OF   THE    TREATMENT  OF  OCCASIONAL 
SYMPTOMS  OF  GONORRHOEA. 

■^/FR.  FOOT  feems  to  mifconceive  the 
Xf -I.  opinion  given  by  Mr.  Hunter,  who 
recommends  the  remedies  immediately  ap- 
plicable to  thefe  ?^ccidental  fymptom^s,  as 
adjunfts  or  appendages  to  his  plan,  without 
confidering  them  as  venereal,  becauf^ 
equally  liable  to  occur  from  any  other  ir- 
ritation, (s)  Mr.  Foot's  obfervations  on 
electricity,  I  can  cordially  fecond,  as  ftriftl^ 
conformable  to  m^  own  ideas. 

frj  Foot,  p.  102.  (s)  Idem,  p.  104. 


O? 
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©F  THE  TREATMENT^  O^'  THE  AFFElCtlONa 
OF  THE  BLADDER* 

AFTER  the  quotation  from  Mr. 
Hunter,  Mr.  Foot  adds,  (t)  but 
with  me  it  is  more  than  conjefture.  This 
is  one  of  the  local  evils  out  of  many  more, 
not  to  mention  thofe  that  arife  from  ab- 
forption,  that  will  moft  certainly  fucceed 
from  neglected  gonorrhoea,  or  from  fuch 
as  are  abandoned  to  their  own  cure." 

it  is  almofl:  needlefs  in  me  to  repeat 
again,  that  Mr.  Hunter,  from  his  praftice, 
teaches  us  not  to  depend  on  what  may  hap- 
pen, but  recommends  the  moft  approved 
method  of  cure  *  then  why  repeat  the  cir- 
cumilance  fo  often?  It  cannot  be  forgot, 
v/hat  has  been  fo  frequently  anfwered,  nor 
will  the  invariable  adoption  of  a  mercurial 
injection  under  all  circumftances,  from  the 
firft,  fecure  us  any  more  againft  this  at- 
tack, than  cure  it  alone  ;  efpecially,  if  de- 
pending 

(t)  Foot,  p.  105. 
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pending  on  the  abforption  of  the  poilbn ; 
becaufe  it  cannot,  if  we  v/ere  to  admit  it 
to  be  a  fpecific,  reach  the  caufe.  I  have 
tried  it,  and  am  fo  far  from  conceiving  it 
calculated  either  univerfally  to  prevent  or 
cure,  that  I  have  feen  it  take  place  un- 
der the  praftice,  and  ftrongly  fufpeft  that 
it  fometimes  aggravates  the  difeafe,  w^here- 
as  a  fedative  anodyne  plan  immediately 
gives  relief. 


Of   THE   TREATMENT  OF   THE  SWELLED 
TESTICLE. 

(u )  T  PERFECTLY  agree  with  Mr.  Foot, 
X  that  let  men  alone  who  fet  off 
upon  a  wrong  theory,  and  they  will  en- 
tangle themfelves ;  for  the  truth  that  he 
has  effefted  this  prediftion,  I  appeal  to  the 
candid  reader,  and  adduce  the  evidence  of 
paft  fa6ls. 

The  paragraphs  before  us  are  dinngenu- 
oufly  ftated,  and  mutilated  w^ith  the  fame 

invidious 

(«)  Foot,  p.  1 08. 
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invidious  view  as  thofe  before  remarked; 
but  if  v^e  take  the  whole  of  the  paragraphs, 
they  tend  to  explain  themfelves ;  indeed 
we  fhould  attend  to  each  entire  feftion,  to 
fee  the  fcope  of  Mr.  Hunter's  reafoning. 
In  page  58  he  fays^  "  the  fwelUng  of 
the  tefticle  has  feveral  peculiarities  it  is 
often  quick  in  its  increafe,  and  not  be- 
ing of  the  true  inflammatory  difpofition,  it 
requires  lefs  time  for  the  removal  of  the 
inflammation  and  tumefaftion  than  when 
proceeding  from  other  caufes/'  The  fame 
remark  is  made  in  page  92  ;  yet  the  different 
periods  of  time  in  which  the  hardnefs  ceafes, 
depend  often  on  the  treatment,  but  more 
on  the  conftitution  than  the  nature  of 
the  virus.  After  the  repeated  liberties  taken 
with  Mr.  Hunter's  words,  whicli  I  have 
pointed  out,  the  declaration  from  Mr.  Foot, 
that  fu)  "  if  he  were  invidioufly  to  feek  for 
contradictions,  he  fhould  defpair  of  coming 
ever  to  a  concluflon,'*  i3  not,  I  think,  fmr 
gularly  opportune  ;  for  if  the  aflertion  was 
well  fupported,  why  has  he  fo  fludioufly 
endeavoured  to  mifreprefent  ?  Fafts  and  de- 
clarations are  againfl:  each  other ;  and  I 
K  defy 

(zz)  Foot,  p.  10^, 


(    74  ) 

defy  Mr.  Foot  to  reconcile  his  conducl:  with 
his  profeffions  in  page  32,  where  he  fays, 
I  truft  that  my  readers  will  not  attribute 
any  quotations  that  I  make  to  a  defire  of 
trefpaffing  on  their  patience,  or  of  fwelU 
ing  this  pamphlet;  nor  am  I  ambitious, 
however  highly  I  refpeft  the  talents  of  Mr. 
Hunter  in  general,  of  idly  ingrafting  into 
my  humble  performance  what  lb  particularly 
belongs  here  to  him.  But  that  Mr.  Hun- 
ter may  not  have  a  wrong  conflruclion  put 
upon  his  meaning  by  me,  it  is  as  neceffary  to 
my  character  and  to  his  ov/n,  as  to  the 
caufe  of  truth/^ 

I  have  now  gone  through  the  FirftPart  of 
Mr.  Foot*s  (x)  Obfervations,  and  as  far,  it 
may  be  prefiimed,  as  he  will  v/ifli  me,  or  at 
leaft  as  becomes  neceffary  on  the  prefent 
fubjeft :  for  if  I  have  been  faccefsful,  my 
Reply  vv/ill  f!iew  the  inutility  of  his  Obfer- 
vations on  the  Gonorrhoea,  and  enable  the 
reader  to  form  a  pretty  correcl  judgement  of 
the  remaining  parts  of  his  perform.ance,  the 
prefent  being  a  prototype  of  the  others; 
and  if  otherwife,  that  I  have  failed  of  my 

end, 

[x)  Foot,  p,  109. 
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end,  it  Is  more  than  enough  of  a  frultlefs 
effay.    The  ilhberahty  of  the  language,  I 
mufl:  once  more  repeat,  is  fuch  as  no  error 
(either  real  or  fuppofed)  of  Mr.  Hunter's 
could  juftify  ;  nor  can  I  conceive  what  af- 
finity there  can  exift  between  a  gonorrhoea 
and  a  pack  of  cards,  flight  of  hand  tricks, 
a  fober  game  of  whift,  a  horfe  race,  a  jockey, 
or  the  whifding  of  a  groom,  &c.  Thefe  are 
idle  conceits,  and  betray  a  depraved  tafte. 
Nor  can  I  reconcile,  either  to  delicacy  or 
propriety,  that  folace  or  confummate  va- 
nity with  which  he  encircles  himfelf  on 
his  prefent  Eflay  j  he  might  at  leaft  have 
waited  till  an  impartial  Public  had  decided 
on  its  merits.    If  the  laudable  love  of  fame, 
or  really  the  defire  of  oppofmg  any  injurious 
innovations,  had  been  his  motive,  he  ought 
to  have  divefted  himfelf  of  prejudice,  to  have 
been  cool,  difpaffionate,  and  argumentative, 
inftead  of  being  intemperate  and  abufive., 
Againft  the  authority  of  John/on  on  Sym- 
pathy, I  have  given  fufFicient  teftimony  to 
overturn   his   fingle  opinion    and  it  can 
therefore  be  no  breach  of  charity  to  fup- 
pofe,  that  he  might  not  attend  to  the  full 
extent  or  meaning  of  one  word,  when  we 

K  2  know 
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know  that  there  are  a  many  in  our  Ian-* 
giiage  which  are  not  to  be  found  in  him : 
and  I  doubt  not,  that  whenever  a  new  lex- 
icon comes  out,  that  it  will  fully  eftablifli 
the  conftruftion  given  by  medical  Authors ; 
and  as  neither  South  nor  Locke  were  either 
of  them  lexiographers  or  profeffional  men, 
their  authorities  cannot  be  decifive  [y). 

.  If  I  have  uttered  any  expreffions  in  the 
courfe  of  m.y  Reply,  repugnant  to  decency 
and  perfonal  refpeft,  I  beg  my  Reader's  for- 
givenefs,  affuring  him  that  it  was  foreign 
from  my  intention  :  for,  however  I  have 
lucceeded,  I  have  been  fedulous  in  avoiding 
the  error,  and  am  certain,  that  I  have  facri- 
ficed  fometimes  a  fliare  of  the  force  of  my 
argument  to  the  wifh  of  obviating  it ; 
though  it  is  impoffible  not  to  feel  an  in- 
tereft  in  what  one  has  undertaken  to  de- 
fend I  and,  unfortunately,  I  cannot  at  all 
times  command  a  ftoical  apathy :  fo 
that  I  may  with  all  my  care,  have,  un- 
fortunately, 

(y)  To  the  authorities  already  given  on  Sympathy,  I  beg 
leave  to  recommend  to  the  candid  attention  of  unprejudiced 
minds,  an  ingenious  Treatife  wrote  by  Dr.  Seguin  Henry 
Jack/on,  which  I  had  not  the  pleafure  of  meeting  with  till 
Kiy  prefent  Eflay  was  nearly  printed  off. 
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fortunately,  expreffed  my  difapprobation  of 
the  glaring  difingenuity  which  I  have  fo 
frequently  pointed  out,  in  rather  too  ftrong 
colouring. 

On  Mr.  Foot's  afccount,  I  have  to  regret 
the  neceffity,  and  really  fympathize  v^ith 
him  for  his  fituation,  that  no  friendly 
monitor  was  near  to  point  out  this  Cha^ 
rybdis  to  him,  but  permit  him  to  wafte 
his  time,  and  run  the  rifque  of  forfeiting 
his  friends  by  fuch  an  ill-judged  meafure. 


FINIS. 


